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Presidential  Documents 


Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Proclamation  3634 
AMERICAN  HEART  MONTH,  1965 
By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

WHEREAS  in  the  year  1965  heart  disease — ailments  of  the  heart 
and  blood  vessels — is  expected  to  take  a  toll  of  more  than  one  million 
lives,  and  year  by  year  continues  to  be  responsible  for  over  half  of  all 
the  deaths  in  the  United  States ;  and 

WHEREAS  an  estimated  14.6  million  Americans  are  suffering  from 
heart  disease  and  another  13  million  are  believed  to  be  suffering  from 
it;  and 

WHEREAS  that  suffering  constitutes  an  indescribable  burden  of 
human  misery  and  results  in  a  staggering  loss  of  billions  of  dollars  to 
our  economy ;  and 

WHEREAS  the  recent  sweep  of  scientific  progress  has  brought 
significant  new  cardiovascular  knowledge  in  the  past  few  years  and 
promises  to  produce  even  greater  gains  in  the  foreseeable  future ;  and 

WHEREAS  other  advances-  are  being  made  in  combating  cardio¬ 
vascular  diseases  through  programs  of  education  of  the  public,  train¬ 
ing  for  the  health  professions,  and  community  services  for  patients — 
programs  that  hasten  the  benefits  of  research  to  suffering  humanity ; 
and 

WHEREAS  these  essential  and  forward-looking  programs  are  in 
the  main  the  result  of  a  national  partnership  of  the  American  Heart 
Association  and  its  Federal  allies,  especially  the  National  Heart 
Institute  and  the  Heart  Disease  Control  Program  of  the  Public  Health 
Service,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare;  and 

WHEREAS  joined  with  them  in  this  partnership  are  the  Nation’s 
many  resources  for  health  and,  most  importantly,  the  people  and  their 
physicians;  and 

WHEREAS  the  recent  development  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
President’s  Commission  on  Heart  Disease,  Cancer,  and  Stroke  shows 
that  we  stand  at  the  threshold  of  an  historic  breakthrough ;  and 

WHEREAS,  with  these  and  other  guideposts  and  goals  of  this  new 
year,  we  can  and  we  must  begin  an  immediate,  concerted,  and 
revitalized  drive  on  our  Nation’s  leading  killer — heart  disease;  and 

WHEREAS  it  is  both  urgent  and  indispensable  that  all  of  our 
people  become  aware  of  the  vast  problem  of  heart  disease  and  of  what 
IS  being  done  and  can  be  done  about  it,  and  that  every  citizen  join  the 
endeavor  as  a  member  of  the  health  forces  of  the  Nation  to  help  speed 
the  conquest  of  heart  disease ;  and 

WHEREAS  the  Congress,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved  December 
30,  1963  (77  Stat.  843),  requested  the  President  to  issue  annually  a 
proclamation  designating  February  as  American  Heart  Month: 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  LYNDON  B.  JOHNSON,  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  month  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  1965  as  American  Heart  Month ;  and  I  invite  the  governors  of 
the  States,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  and  officials  of  other 
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areas  subjeel  to  tlie  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  to  issue  similar 
proclamations. 

I  urge  the  i>eople  of  the  United  States  to  give  heed  to  the  nationwide 
problem  of  the  heart  and  blood  vessel  diseases,  and  to  support  the 
programs  required  to  bring  about  its  solution. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
caused  the  Seal  of  the  ITxited  States  of  America  to  be  affixed. 

DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this  28th  day  of  January  in  the 
year  of  our  Ix)rd  nineteen  hundred  and  sixty-five,  and  of  the 
[sEAi.]  Indej)endence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  and  eighty-ninth. 

Lyxih>x  R.  Johnson 

Ry  the  President : 

George  W.  Rale, 

Actin-g  Secretary  of  State. 

[F.R.  Doc.  ;  Filed,  Feb.  1, 19(}r>;  2 :  2.'>  p.m.] 
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Proclamation  3635 

NATIONAL  POISON  PREVENTION  WEEK,  1965 
By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

Most  of  our  medicines  and  common  household  products,  when  used 
as  intended  or  directed,  contribute  to  the  health  and  well-being  of  the 
American  people.  The  improper  labeling,  handling,  storage,  and 
disposal  of  such  medicines  and  products,  however,  may  result  in  serious 
injury  or  death  by  accidental  poisoning. 

Each  year  thousands  of  children,  too  young  to  make  distinctions,  are 
the  victims  of  such  accidental  poisonings.  Adults,  and  others  respon¬ 
sible  for  child  care,  can  reduce  or  eliminate  these  hazards  by  exercising 
greater  care  in  the  use,  handling,  and  disposal  of  these  potentially 
harmful  products. 

To  aid  in  encouraging  the  American  people  to  learn  of  the  dangers 
of  accidental  poisoning  and  to  take  such  preventive  measures  as  are 
warranted,  the  Congress,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved  September  26, 
1961  ^75  Stat.  681),  requested  the  President  to  issue  annually  a  proc¬ 
lamation  designating  the  tliird  week  in  March  as  National  Poison  - 
Prevention  Week : 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  LYNDON  B.  JOHNSON,  President  of 
’  the  United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  week  be^nning 

March  14, 1965,  as  National  Poison  Prevention  Week. 

I  direct  the  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  I 
invite  State  and  local  governments  and  organizations  interested  in 
child  safety,  to  participate  actively  in  programs  designed  to  promote 
better  protection  against  accidental  poisonings. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
caused  the  Seal  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  be  affixed. 

DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this  28th  day  of  January  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  sixty-five,  and  of 

[seal]  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the 
one  hundred  and  eighty-ninth. 

Ltndon  B.  Johnson 

By  the  President: 

George  W.  Ball, 

Acting  Secretary  of  State. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1212 ;  FUed,  Feb.  1, 1965  ;  2 : 25  pjn.1 
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Proclamation  3636 
RED  CROSS  MONTH,  1965 
By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

WHEREAS  the  American  National  Red  Cross  is  recognized 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  as  the  agency  authorized  to  provicie 
voluntary  relief  to  our  servicemen  and  their  families  and  to  serve  as 
the  medium  of  communication  between  the  people  of  the  United  States 
and  their  Armed  Forces;  and 

WHEREAS  for  more  than  eighty-four  years  the  American  Red 
Cross  has  served  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  periods  of 
national  emergency,  war,  and  peace  as  a  voluntary  aid  in  matters 
affecting  the  welfare  of  all  the  American  people ;  and 

WHEREAS  the  national  pro^ams  and  community  services  of  the 
American  Red  Cross,  including  Disaster  Relief  operations,  the  Blood 
Program,  Nursing  Services,  First  Aid,  Water  Safety,  and  others, 
contribute  to  the  general  good  and  must  be  maintained  at  maximum 
efficiency;  and 

WHEREAS  these  essential  programs  and  services  are  made  possible 
through  the  voluntary  support  and  cooperation  of  43,500,000  members 
and  volunteers  in  3,500  Red  Cross  chapters  across  the  Nation ;  and 

WHEREAS  the  American  National  Red  Cross,  as  a  member  of  the 
League  of  Red  Cross  Societies  and  in  full  cooperation  with  the  League, 
participates  in  the  international  relief  programs,  providing  food, 
clothing,  medical  care,  assistance,  and  hope  to  the  peoples  affected  by 
war,  pestilence,  civil  conflict,  and  disaster ;  and 

WHEREAS,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Geneva  Conventions,  the 
American  Red  Cross,  in  cooperation  with  its  sister  societies  and  the 
International  Committee  of  the  Red  Cross,  has  furnished  voluntary 
aid  to  the  sick  and  wounded  of  armies  in  time  of  w  ar  and  has  protected 
prisoners  of  war;  and 

WHEREAS  the  United  States  of  Ainerica,  as  an  adherent  to  the 
Red  Cross  Treaty  of  Geneva,  is  itself  a  member  of  the  International 
Red  Cross  family  of  nations : 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  LYNDON  B.  JOHNSON,  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America  and  Honorary  Chairman  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  National  Red  Cross,  do  hereby  designate  March  1965  as  Red 
Cross  Month;  and  I  urgently  request  every  American  to  honor  the 
American  Red  Cross,  to  his  fullest  capacity,  by  participating  in  and 
supporting  its  programs. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
caused  the  Seal  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  be  affixed. 

DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this  28th  day  of  January  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  sixty-five,  and  of 
[se^vl]  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  and  eighty-ninth. 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson 

By  the  President: 

George  W.  Bale, 

Acting  Secretary  of  State. 

[F.R.  Doc.  6,'^1213;  Filed,  Feb.  1,  1965  ;  2:25  p.m.] 
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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Defense 

To  reflect  the  current  organization  of 
the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  (Controller) ,  section  213.3206  of 
Schedule  B  is  amended  to  show  that  the 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
(Systems  Analysis)  is  now  separate  from 
the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  (Programming) .  Effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
§  213.3206  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3206  Department  of  Defense. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  •  • 

(2)  Positions  at  grades  GS-16,  17,  and 
18,  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  (Programming)  and  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Systems 
Analysis)  in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Comptroller) . 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 

5  U.S.C.  631,  633;  E.O.  10577,  19  P.R.  7521,  3 
CPR,  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-1158;  Plied,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-62] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  November  17, 1964,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  Fil.  15376)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  control  zone  and  the 
transition  area  at  Hastings,  Nebr. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  ejs.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(1)  In  §71.171  (29  F.R.  17581)  the 
Hastings,  Nebr.,  control  zone  is  amended 
to  read: 


Hastings,  Nebr. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Hastings, 
Nebraska  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  40° - 
36'20''  N.,  longitude  98°25'30''  W.),  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  338°  bearing 
from  Hastings  Municipal  Airport  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  N 
of  the  airport,  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Hastings  VOR  145°  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  SE  of 
the  VOR,  and  within  a  1-mlle  radius  of  Kent 
Airport,  Juniata,  Nebr.  (latitude  40*40'00" 
N.,  longitude  98°30’15''  W.).  The  control 
zone  shall  be  effective  during  the  time  estab¬ 
lished  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  and  con¬ 
tinuously  published  In  the  Airman’s  Infor¬ 
mation  Manual. 

(2)  In  §71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the 
Hastings,  Nebr.,  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read ; 

Hastings,  Nebr. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  Hastings  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  40 °- 
36’20''  N.,  longitude  98°25'30''  W.),  and 
within  5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  338° 
bearing  from  the  Hastings  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  extending  from  the  airport  to  12  miles 
N  of  the  airport,  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Hastings  VOR  145°  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  VOR  to  8  miles  SE;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  7  miles  E  and  5 
miles  W  of  the  158°  bearing  from  the 
Hastings  Municipal  Airport,  extending  from 
the  arc  of  a  7-mile  radius  circle  centered 
on  Hastings  Municipal  Airport  to  18  miles  SE 
of  the  airport  and  within  5  miles  SW  and 
8  miles  NE  of  the  Hastings  VOR  145°  radial 
extending  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles  SE,  and 
within  5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  338° 
bearing  from  Hastings  Municipal  Airport, 
extending  from  12  miles  N  of  the  airport  to 
20  miles  N  of  the  airport,  and  wlthiif  5  miles 
each  side  of  the  066°  bearing  from  Hastings 
Municipal  Airport,, extending  from  the  arc 
of  a  7-inlle  radius  circle  centered  on  Hastings 
Municipal  Airport  to  the  S  edge  of  V-138, 
and  within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  286° 
bearing  from  Hastings  Municipal  Airport, 
extending  from  a  line  8  miles  W  of  and  paral¬ 
lel  to  a  338°  bearing  from  Hastings  Municipal 
Airport  to  V-8S. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  22, 1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 

Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1105;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


I  Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-61  ( 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone, 
Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  to  alter  the  eastern 
extension  of  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  con¬ 
trol  zone  (29  F.R.  1111)  by  deletion  of 


the  1-mile  radius  around  Brooklyn  Air¬ 
port,  Brooklyn,  Ohio,  and  the  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  700-foot  transition  area  (29  F.R. 
1168)  by  deleting  approximately  5  miles 
of  the  southwest  extension. 

The  Brooklyn  Airport  has  been  aban¬ 
doned  and  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures  AL-84-ILS-Rwy-5L,  AL-84-ILS- 
Rwy-23R  and  AL-84-ADF-1  have  been 
cancelled.  Instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures  AD-84-ILS-Rwy-23L  and  AL-84- 
ILS-Rwy-5R  became  effective  on  No¬ 
vember  28, 1964. 

Since  this  amendment  is  less  restric¬ 
tive  in  nature,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  30-day  statutory  period. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  Part 

71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering 
the  Cleveland,  Ohio  (Cleveland-Hopkins 
Airport)  control  zone  description  as  fol¬ 
lows;  Delete  the  phrase,  “Runway  23-R- 
ILS”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Runway 
23-1,-IIjS”;  delete  the  phrase,  “includ¬ 
ing  the  airspace  within  a  1-mile  radius 
of  the  Brooklyn  Airport  (latitude  41  °- 
25'30"  N.,  longitude  81'44'25"  W.)  ”. 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  alter¬ 
ing  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  transition  area 
description  as  follows:  Delete  the  phrases 
“Runway  23-R-ILS’’  and  “Rimway  5-L- 
ILS”  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  “Run¬ 
way  23-L-IliS”  and  “Runway  5-R-ILS’’ 
respectively;  delete  the  phrase  “8  miles 
SW  of  the  Runway  5-L-ILS  OM”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “the  Gilbert  RBN”. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 

72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January 
21, 1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 

Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

I  P.R.  Doc.  65-1106;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


I  Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-54| 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airway 

On  November  11, 1964,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15219)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amending  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  to  extend  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  55  from  Brainerd, 
Minn.,  to  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  mak¬ 
ing  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 


1112 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509) .  V-55  is 
amended  by  deleting  “to  Brainerd,  Minn.” 
and  by  substituting  therefor  “Brainerd, 
Minn.;  to  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 

and  Procedures  Division. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-1107;  Plied,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.| 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-65j 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Federal  Airway 

On  November  7,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  Issued  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (29  F.R.  15092)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amending  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  to  revoke  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  505  from  Helena, 
Mont.,  to  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  proposed 
rulemaking  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509) .  V-505  is 
revoked. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27.  1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom. 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  Regulations 

and  Procedures  Division. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-1108;  Piled.  Feb.  2.  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-36] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE. 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Federal  Airway 

On  November  7,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15093)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  the  designation  of  a  west 
alternate  to  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  241 
from  Dothan,  Ala.,  to  Columbus,  Ga. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 


In  §  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509)  V-241  is 
amended  by  deleting  “Ctolumbus,  Ga.;” 
and  substituting  “Columbus,  Ga..  in¬ 
cluding  a  W  alternate  from  Dothan  to 
Columbus  via  INT  of  Dothan  002°  and 
Columbus  219“  radials;”  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  27,  1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  65-1109;  Plied,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:45  am.) 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-38] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS.  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Federal  Airway 

On  November  7,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15093)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  the  revocation  of  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  143  west  alternate  be¬ 
tween  Fort  Mill,  S.C.,  and  Greensboro, 
N.C. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509) ,  V-143  is 
amended  by  deleting  “All  before  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va.”  and  substituting  “FYom  Fort 
Mill,  S.C.,  via  Greensboro,  N.C.;”  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  UA.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  27,  1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-1110;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-49] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Transition  Area;  Correction 

On  January  8,  1965,  Federal  Register 
Document  No.  65-183  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  201) 
which  amended  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations.  In  the  amend¬ 
ment  the  23d  line  of  the  description  of 
the  Raleigh,  N.C.,  transition  area  stated 
. to  latitude  36“38'15"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  77“19'25"  •  *  *,”  This  was  an 
inadvertent  error  and  should  have  been 
. to  latitude  36“38'15"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  77“  19' 15"  •  * 

Since  this  correction  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 


on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef- 
fective  immediately.  Federal  Register 
Document  No.  65-183  is  altered  as 
follows: 

In  the  23d  line  of  the  description  of 
the  Raleigh,  N.C.,  transition  area  “•  *  * 
longitude  77“19'25"  •  *  •”  is  deleted 
and  “*  •  *  longitude  77“19'15"  *  •  •’* 
is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348(a)) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January 
26, 1965. 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director.  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1111;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WA-45] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
,  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Reporting  Point 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  designate  the  Ramey  Air 
Force  Base,  P.R.,  VOR  as  a  reporting 
point. 

The  Ramey  Air  Force  Base  VOR  is 
scheduled  to  be  commissioned  on  March 
4,  1965,  at  latitude  18“30'00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  67“06'31"  W.,  and  will  become  an 
integral  part  of  the  San  Juan  VOR  route 
structure  and  the  western  portion  of  the 
San  Juan  domestic  control  area.  This 
facility  will  be  employed  for  approaches 
to  Ramey  AFB  and  for  en  route  naviga¬ 
tion  by  international  air  carriers. 

Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary.  In  consideration  of  the 
foregoing.  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended,  effective 
0001  e.s.t..  April  1,  1965,  ls  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

In  §71.209  (29  FJl.  17721),  “Ramey 
AFB,  P.R.”  is  added. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1112;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-81 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area  and 
Federal  Airways 

On  November  7,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15094)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA) 
proposed  to  designate  a  transition  area 
at  Ely,  Nev.,  and  two  airways  connecting 
Ely  with  Elko,  Nev.,  and  an  intersection 
near  Bonneville,  Utah. 


Wednesday,  February  3,  1965 
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Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rule  herein  adopted  through 
submission  of  comments.  All  comments 
received  were  favorable. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  has  been  published;  therefore,  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  effective 
0001  e.s.t.,  April  1,  1965,  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  71.181  (29  P.R.  17643) ,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  added; 

Ely,  Nev. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  the  Ely  VOR,  and  within  6  miles  NE  and 
8  miles  SW  of  the  Ely  VOR  303*  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles  NW;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  the  arc  of  a 
17-mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the  Ely 
VOR,  extending  clockwise  from  a  line  5  miles 
SW  of  and  parallel  to  the  Ely  VOR  332*  radial 
to  a  line  6  miles  E  of  and  parallel  to  the  Ely 
VOR  007*  radial,  and  within  5  miles  each 
side  of  the  Ely  VOR  167*  radial,  extending 
from  the  VOR  to  21  miles  S  of  the  VOR. 

2.  Section  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  following  is  added: 

V-293  From  Ely,  Nev.,  to  Elko,  Nev.,  ex¬ 
cluding  that  airspace  below  12,500  feet  MSL. 

b.  V-269  is  amended  to  read; 

V-269  Prom  Ely,  Nev.,  to  INT  of  Ely  007* 
and  Bonneville,  Utah,  272*  radials,  excluding 
that  airspace  below  12,500  feet  MSL.  From 
Wells,  Nev.,  via  Twin  Palls,  Idaho;  Burley, 
Idaho;  to  Pocatello,  Idaho. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  27,  1965. 

H.  B.  Helstroh, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-1113;  Piled,  F^b.  2.  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-24] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF 
JET  ROUTES 

Designation  of  Jet  Route 

On  November  11, 1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15221)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  75 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  a  jet  route  from  Miami, 
Fla.,  to  Gainesville,  Fla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemak¬ 
ing  through  submission  of  comments.  All 
comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  S  75.100  (29  F.R.  17776)  the  follow¬ 
ing  is  added: 

Jet  Route  No.  119  (Miami.  Fla.,  to  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Fla.).  From  Miami,  Fla.,  via  the  INT 
of  the  Miami  297°  and  the  St.  Petersburg, 
Fla.,  152°  radials;  St.  Petersbiug,  to  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Fla. 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958, 49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-1114;  Filed.  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-34J 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF 
JET  ROUTES 

Alteration  of  Jet  Route 

On  November  20, 1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15582)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  75  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  realign  Jet  Route  No.  41  between 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn., 
via  Birmingham,  Ala. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  through  the  submission 
of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  29, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  75.100  (29  F.R.  17776)  Jet  Route 
No.  41  is  amended  by  inserting  “Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.;”  between  “Montgomery;”  and 
“Memphis,  Term.;”  in  the  text. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958, 49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27,  1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1115;  FUed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-821 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Area 

On  December  1,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15958)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace 
in  the  vicinity  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
m^ing  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(1)  In  Section  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581) 
the  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Lincoln,  Nebb. 

Within  a  6-mile  radius  of  Lincoln  AFB 
(latitude  40*60’48''  N.,  longitude  96*45'32'' 


W.);  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  t°he 
Lincoln  ILS  localizer  N  course  extending 
from  the  6-mile  radius  to  14  miles  N  of 
Lincoln  AFB  and  within  2  miles  either  side 
of  the  Raymond  VORTAC  015*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  6-mile  radius  to  8  miles 
N  of  the  Raymond  VORTAC;  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Raymond  VORTAC 
187°  radial  extending  from  the  6-mUe  radius 
to  13  miles  S  of  the  Raymond  VORTAC,  ex¬ 
cluding  the  airspace  within  a  1-mile  radius  of 
Arrow  Airport  (latitude  40°62'00''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  96*39'15''  W.). 

(2)  In  Section  71.181  (29  P.R.  17643) 
the  following  transition  area  is  added ; 

Lincoln,  Nebr. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Lincoln  AFB  (latitude  40°60'48''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  96°45'32''  W.);  and  within  5  miles  W 
and  9  miles  E  of  the  Lincoln  AFB  ILS  lo¬ 
calizer  S  course,  extending  from  the  9-mile 
radius  to  13  miles  S  of  ILS  OM;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1200  feet 
above  the  surface  bounded  on  the  E  by  longi¬ 
tude  96*23'00  W.,  on  the  S  by  the  N  edge  of 
V-216,  on  the  W  by  longitude  97*30'00''  W., 
and  on  the  N  by  the  S  edge  of  V-172:  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  3500 
feet  MSL  SW  of  Lincoln,  bounded  on  the 
E  by  longitude  97*30'00''  W.,  on  the  S  by 
the  N  edge  of  V-218,  on  the  W  by  longitude 
98*00'00''  W.,  and  on  the  N  by  the  S  edge  of 
V-138;  and  that  airspace,  NW  of  Lincoln, 
bounded  on  the  E  by  longitude  97*30'00''  W., 
on  the  S  by  the  N  edge  of  V-6,  on  the  W  by 
a  line  5  miles  E  of  and  parallel  to  the  Grand 
Island  VORTAC  360*  radial,  and  on  the  N 
by  the  S  edge  of  V-172,  excluding  the  Hast¬ 
ings,  Nebr.,  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  22, 1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

1F.R.  Doc.  65-1141;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  C-861] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Blairmoor  Knitwear  Corporation  et  al. 

Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling: 
§  13.1185  Composition:  13.1185-90  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1212  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
13.1212-90  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — ^Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure : 
§  13.1845  Composition:  13.1845-80  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
13.1852-80  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 
S  u  b  p  a  r  t — Using  misleading  name — 
goods;  §  13.2280  Composition:  13.2280-80 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended, 
secs.  2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130;  15  UB.C.  45, 
68)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Blairmoor 
Knitwear  Corporation,  et  al..  Long  Island 
City,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-861,  Dec.  2,  1964] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


In  the  Matter  of  Blairmoor  Knitwear 
Corporation,  a  Corporation  and  Made¬ 
moiselle  Fifth  Avenue,  Inc.,  a  Corpo¬ 
ration  and  Tola  Knitwear  Corp.,  a 
Corporation  and  Leon  A.  Messing,  In¬ 
dividually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 
Corporations 

Consent  order  requiring  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  importers  of  wool  products,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Long  Island  City,  N.Y.,  to  cease 
violating  the  Wool  Products  Labeling 
Act  by  labeling  sweaters  falsely  as  “40 
percent  mohair,  40  percent  wool,  20  per¬ 
cent  acetate;  by  falsely  identifying  fibers 
and  percentage  thereof;  and  by  failing  in 
other  respects  to  comply  with  labeling 
requirements. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Blair¬ 
moor  Knitwear  Corporation,  a  corpora¬ 
tion  and  its  officers,  and  Mademoiselle 
Fifth  Avenue,  Inc.,  a  corporation  and  its 
officers,  and  Tola  Knitwear  Corp.,  a 
corporation  and  its  officers,  and  Leon  A. 
Messing,  individually  and  as  an  officer  of 
said  corporations,  and  respondents’  rep¬ 
resentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  or  manufacture  for  introduction  in¬ 
to  commerce,  or  the  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
transportation,  distribution  or  delivery 
for  shipment,  or  shipment  in  commerce, 
of  sweaters  or  other  wool  products,  as 
“commerce”  and  “wool  product”  are  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act 
of  1939,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from  misbranding  such  products  by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling  or  otherwise  identify¬ 
ing  such  products  as  to  the  character  or 
amount  of  the  constituent  fibers  con¬ 
tained  therein. 

2.  Failing  to  securely  affix  to,  or  place 
on,  each  such  product,  a  stamp,  tag,  label 
or  other  means  of  identification  showing 
in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner  each 
element  of  information  required  to  be 
disclosed  by  section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

3.  Using  the  term  “mohair”  in  lieu 
of  the  word  “wool”  in  setting  forth  the 
required  information  on  labels  affixed 
to  wool  products  unless  the  fibers  de¬ 
scribed  as  mohair  are  entitled  to  such 
designation  and  are  present  in  at  least 
the  amount  stated. 

4.  Using  words  which  constitute  the 
name  or  designation  of  a  fiber  which  is 
not  present  in  the  product  in  or  as  a  part 
of  the  listing  or  marking  of  required  fiber 
content  on  the  stamp,  tag,  label,  or  other 
mark  of  identification  affixed  to  the  wool 
product. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  uix>n  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  December  2, 1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  e&-1163;  PUed,  PCb.  8,  19SS: 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  8618] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Falstaff  Brewing  Corporation  et  al. 

Subpart — Combining  or  conspiring: 

§  13.388  To  control  allocation  and  solici¬ 
tation  of  customers;  §  13.395  To  control 
marketing  practices  and  conditions; 

§  13.430  To  enhance,  maintain  or  unify 
prices;  §  13.431  To  exchange  future  price 
information. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5.  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Falstaff 
Brewing  Corporation  (St.  Louis.  Mo.)  et  al.. 
Docket  8618,  Dec.  3, 1964] 

In  the  Matter  of  Falstaff  Brewing  Cor¬ 
poration,  a  Corporation;  Jackson 
Brewing  Company,  a  Corporation; 
Dixie  Brewing  Company,  Inc.,  a  Corpo¬ 
ration;  New  Orleans  Brewers  Associa¬ 
tion,  an  Association,  and  Its  Members; 
and  Elitha  Kelly,  as  Secretary  of  the 
New  Orleans  Brewers  Association 

Order  requiring  three  brewers  and 
their  trade  association  to  cease  carrying 
out  any  planned  common  course  of  action 
to  fix  and  maintain  the  prices  of  beer,  in¬ 
cluding  keg  beer,  and  that  said  trade 
association  be  dissolved. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents,  Fal¬ 
staff  Brewing  Corporation,  Jackson 
Brewing  Company,  Dixie  Brewing  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  and  the  New  Orleans  Brewers 
Association  and  its  members,  their  re¬ 
spective  officers,  agents,  representatives, 
employees,  successors  and  assigns,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  or  in  connection  with  the 
manufacture,  offering  for  sale,  sale  or 
distribution  of  beer  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce"  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  entering  into,  con¬ 
tinuing,  coopierating  in,  or  carryii^  out 
any  planned  common  course  of  action, 
agreement,  understanding,  combination, 
or  conspiracy  between  or  among  any  two 
or  more  of  the  said  respondents,  or  be¬ 
tween  any  one  or  more  of  the  said  re¬ 
spondents  and  any  others  not  parties 
hereto,  to  do  or  perform  any  of  the 
following  acts  and  practices: 

A.  Establish  or  fix  prices  or  adopt  and 
place  in  effect  or  carry  out  any  policy, 
plan  or  program  for  the  purpose  or  with 
the  effect  of  establishing  or  fixing  prices. 

B.  Establish  or  fix  or  adopt  and  place 
in  effect  or  carry  out  any  policy  concern¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  services,  or  the 
granting  of  concessions,  to  customers, 
consumers  or  distributors. 

C.  Allocate  or  designate  the  business 
of  customers  to  or  for  a  particular  re¬ 
spondent  or  competitor. 

D.  Refrain  from  soliciting  or  refuse  to 
solicit  the  keg  beer  trade  of  establish¬ 
ments  or  outlets  purveying  or  dispensing 
keg  beer  manufactured  by  any  respond¬ 
ent  manufacturer  or  any  competitor. 

E.  Exchange,  distribute  or  circulate 
with,  between  or  among  respondents  any 
information  concerning  prices,  discounts, 
allowances,  terms  or  conditions  of  sale, 
rebate,  refund  and  exchange  policies, 
or  any  other  pricing  policies. 


F.  Exchange,  distribute  or  circulate 
with,  between  or  among  respondents,  any 
Information  concerning  the  provision  of 
services  to  customers,  the  granting  of 
concessions  to  customers,  and  the  solici¬ 
tation  of  customers. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  manu¬ 
facturing  respondent,  and  subsidiary 
thereof,  shall  forthwith,  individually  and 
independently,  review  its  prices,  price 
lists,  discounts,  allowances,  rebate,  re¬ 
fund  and  exchange  policies,  and  other 
pricing  policies,  on  the  basis  of  its  own 
costs,  the  margin  of  profit  individuaUy 
desired,  and  other  lawful  considerations. 
Thereafter,  within  ninety  (90)  days  after 
the  service  of  this  order,  each  of  said 
manufacturing  respondents  shall  file  in 
these  proceedings  its  verified  statement 
that  its  prices,  price  lists,  discoimts,  al¬ 
lowances,  rebate,  refund  and  exchange 
policies,  and  other  pricing  policies  in  ef¬ 
fect  as  of  the  date  of  said  verified  state¬ 
ment  were  individually  and  independ¬ 
ently  arrived  at  and  established  in  full 
compliance  with  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  of  the 
manufacturing  respondents,  their  of¬ 
ficers,  representatives,  agents,  employees, 
subsidiaries,  successors  and  assigns,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  offering 
for  sale,  sale  and  distribution  of  beer  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Disseminating  any  information  or 
data  as  to  prices,  discounts,  allowances, 
terms  or  conditions  of  sale,  rebate,  re¬ 
fund  and  exchange  policies,  or  any  other 
pricing  policies  to  any  other  of  the  re¬ 
spondents,  or  to  any  other  competitor, 
before  aimouncement  thereof  to  respond¬ 
ent’s  customers  or  to  the  public. 

B.  Attending  any  meeting  with  an¬ 
other  respondent  or  respondents,  or  an¬ 
other  competitor  or  competitors,  at  which 
prices,  discounts,  allowances,  terms  or 
conditions  of  sale,  rebate,  refund  and 
exchange  policies,  or  any  other  pricing 
policies  are  discussed  or  considered. 

C.  Attending  any  meeting  with  an¬ 
other  respondent  or  respondents,  or  an¬ 
other  competitor  or  competitors,  at  which 
customer  services  and  concessions  are 
discussed  or  considered. 

D.  Allocating  or  designating  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  customers  to  or  for  a  particular 
respondent  or  competitor. 

E.  Refraining  from,  or  abstaining 
from,  soliciting  the  keg  beer  trade  of 
establishments  or  outlets  purvesdng  or 
dispensing  keg  beer  manufactured  by  any 
respondent  or  any  competitor. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
New  Orleans  Brewers  Association  be 
forthwith  discontinued,  liquidated,  and 
dissolved,  and  that  any  successor  or  as¬ 
sign  or  any  new  entity,  corporate  or 
otherwise  formed  by  the  manufacturing 
respondents  do  permanently  refrain  from 
planning  or  performing  any  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  things: 

A.  Obtaining  or  disseminating  any  in¬ 
formation  as  to  prices,  discounts,  allow¬ 
ances,  terms  or  conditions  of  sale,  re¬ 
bate,  refund  and  exchange  policies,  or 
any  other  pricing  policies  or  customer 
se^ces  and  concessions. 

B.  Acting  as  an  instrument  or  medium 
for  promoting,  aiding  or  rendering  more 
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effective  any  cooperative  or  concerted  ef¬ 
fort  to  suppress  or  eliminate  competi¬ 
tion,  or  to  cooperate  with  any  of  the  other 
respondents  herein  in  carrying  out  any 
of  the  acts  prohibited  by  Uiis  order. 

By  “Pinal  Order”  further  order  re¬ 
quiring  report  of  compliance  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Palstaff 
Brewing  Corporation,  a  corporation,  and 
Jackson  Brewing  Company,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  Dixie  Brewing  Company,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  by  their  appropriate  cor¬ 
porate  oflQcers,  and  New  Orleans  Brewers 
Association,  an  association,  and  its  mem¬ 
bers,  by  Elitha  Kelly  as  Secretary  of  the 
New  Orleans  Brewers  Association,  shall, 
within  ninety  (90)  days  after  service  of 
this  order  upon  them,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  of  their 
compliance  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  December  3, 1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

(PR.  Doc.  66-1164;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  am.] 

[Docket  C-862] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Klein  &  Stern  Furs,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — ^Furnishing  false  guaranties: 

S  13.1053  Furnishing  false  guaranties: 
13.1053-35  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — ^Invoicing  products  falsely: 

S  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 
13.1108-45  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — ^Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively  to  make  material  disclosure: 

S  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and  statu~ 
tory  requirements:  13.1852-35  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  710,  as  amended;  sec. 
8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.S.C.  45,  69f)  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  Klein  &  Stern  Furs,  Inc.,  et 
al..  New  Tork,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-862,  Dec.  8, 
1964] 

In  the  Matter  of  Klein  &  Stern  Furs.  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  and  Sol  Klein,  and 
Nicholas  Stern.  Individually  and  as  Of¬ 
ficers  of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  a  manufactur¬ 
ing  furrier  in  New  York  City  to  cease 
violating  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act 
by  falsely  invoicing  certain  of  its  fur 
products  as  “natural”  when  they  were 
bleached,  dyed  or  artificially  colored; 
misrepresenting  in  writing  that  they  had 
a  continuing  guaranty  on  file  with  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission;  and  failing 
to  comply  in  other  respects  with  invoicing 
requirements. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  'Hiat  respondents  Klein  & 
Stem  Furs,  Inc.,  a  corporation  and  its 
officers  and  Sol  Klein  and  Nicholas 


Stern,  individually  and  as  officers  of 
said  corporation,  and  respondents’  repre¬ 
sentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  intro¬ 
duction,  or  manufacture  for  introduction, 
into  commerce,  or  the  sale,  advertising 
or  offering  for  sale  in  commerce,  or  the 
transportation  or  distribution  in  com¬ 
merce,  of  any  fur  product;  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  manufacture  for  sale,  sale, 
advertising,  offering  for  sale,  transpor¬ 
tation  or  distribution,  of  any  fur  prod¬ 
uct  which  is  made  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  fur  which  has  been  shipped  and  re¬ 
ceived  in  commerce  as  the  terms  “com¬ 
merce”,  “fur”  and  “fur  product”  are  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from 
falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  as  the 
term  “invoice”  is  defined  in  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  showing  in  words 
and  ligrures  plainly  legible  all  the  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  be  disclosed  in  each 
of  the  subsections  of  section  5(b)  (1)  of 
the  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

2.  Representing  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation  on  invoices  that  the  fur  contained 
in  fur  products  is  natural  when  such  fur 
is  pointed,  bleached,  dyed,  tip-dyed,  or 
otherwise  artificially  colored. 

3.  Setting  forth  information  required 
under  section  5(b)  (1)  of  the  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  and  the  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  thereunder  in 
abbreviated  form. 

4.  Failing  to  set  forth  the  term  “Nat¬ 
ural”  as  part  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  to  be  disclosed  on  invoices  under 
the  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act  and  Rules 
and  Regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
to  describe  fur  products  which  are  not 
pointed,  bleached,  dyed,  tip-dyed  or 
otherwise  artificially  colored. 

5.  Failing  to  set  forth  on  invoices  the 
item  number  or  mark  assigned  to  fur 
products. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Klein  & 
Stem  Furs,  Inc.,  a  corporation  and  its 
officers  and  Sol  BJeln  and  Nicholas  Stern, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration  and  respondents’  representa¬ 
tives,  agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from  furnish¬ 
ing  a  false  guaranty  that  any  fur  product 
is  not  misbranded,  falsely  Invoiced  or 
falsely  advertised  when  the  respondents 
have  reason  to  believe  that  such  fur 
product  may  be  introduced,  sold,  trans¬ 
ported,  or  distributed  in  commerce. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  re¬ 
port  in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  December  8,  1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1166;  FUed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  8638] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Mountain  City  Tobacco  Board  of 
Trade,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Combining  or  conspiring : 

§  13.395  To  control  marketing  practices 
and  conditions:  §  13.410  To  eliminate 
competition  in  conspirators’  goods; 

§  13.455  To  maintain  monopoly:  §  13.470 
To  restrain  and  monopolize  trade.  Sub¬ 
part — Cutting  off  access  to  customers  or 
market:  §  13.573  Limiting  new  warehouse 
facilities. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  Sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended,  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Moun¬ 
tain  City  Tobacco  Board  of  Trade,  Inc. 
(Mountain  City,  Tenn.),  et  al..  Docket  8638, 
Nov.  30. 1964] 

In  the  Matter  of  Mountain  City  Tobacco 
Board  of  Trade.  Inc.,  a  Corporation, 
and  Jack  Shoun.  President.  R.  C.  Cole¬ 
man,  Sr..  Vice-President,  O.  L.  Cole¬ 
man.  Secretary  and  Treasurer,  Indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 
Corporation;  and  R.  C.  Coleman,  Sr., 
R.  C.  Coleman,  Jr.,  Joseph  Coleman, 
O.  L.  Coleman,  and  Mrs.  Harriett  Sikes, 
Co-partners  Trading  Under  the  Name 
and  Style  of  R.  C.  Coleman  Company 
and  Mountain  City  Burley  Ware¬ 
houses:  and  AU  of  the  Above  Named 
Persons  as  Members  and  Representa¬ 
tives  of  Warehouse  Members  of  the 
Mountain  City  Tobacco  Board  of  Trade, 
Inc. 

Consent  order  requiring  the  Mountain 
City  Tobacco  Board  of  Trade,  Inc.,  to 
cease  their  planned  common  course  of 
action  to  restrict  comiietitlon  in  the  pur¬ 
chase  and  sale  of  burley  tobacco  in  the 
Mountain  City,  Tenn.,  market,  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  which  they  prevented  the  erec¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  new  tobacco  ware¬ 
houses,  prevented  operators  of  auction 
warehouses  from  expanding  their  busi¬ 
ness,  rettdned  in  themselves  the  selling 
time  available  in  the  Mountain  City 
market  and  excluded  others  therefrom, 
and  restricted  the  selling  time  allotted 
to  new  entrants. 

The  other  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  osder  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents.  Moun¬ 
tain  City  Tobacco  Board  of  Trade,  Inc., 
a  corporation,  and  Jack  Shoun,  Presi¬ 
dent,  R.  C.  Coleman,  Sr.,  Vice-President, 
O.  L.  Coleman,  Secretary  and  Treasurer, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration;  and  R.  C.  Coleman,  Sr.,  R.  C. 
Coleman,  Jr.,  Joseph  Coleman,  O.  L. 
Coleman,  and  Mrs.  Harriett  Sikes,  as  co¬ 
partners  trading  under  the  name  and 
style  of  R.  C.  Coleman  Company  and 
Mountain  City  Burley  Warehouses;  and 
all  of  the  above-named  persons  as  mem¬ 
bers  and  as  representatives  of  warehouse 
members  of  Moimtain  City  Tobacco 
Board  of  ’Trade,  Inc.,  individually  and  as 
officers,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  procuring,  purchasing,  offering 
to  purchase,  selling  or  offering  for  sale, 
burley  leaf  tobacco,  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
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Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  devising,  adopting, 
using,  adhering  to,  maintaining  or  co¬ 
operating  in  the  carrying  out  of  any 
plan,  system,  method,  policy,  act  or  prac¬ 
tice,  in  the  form  of  any  agreement,  un¬ 
derstanding,  or  bylaw,  rule  or  regula¬ 
tion,  which: 

1.  Allots  or  causes  to  be  allotted,  sell¬ 
ing  time  to  a  new  entrant’s  warehouse 
space  on  the  Mountain  City  tobacco 
market  on  any  basis  or  in  any  manner 
(a)  which  fails  to  give  full  credit  to  the 
size  and  capacity  of  a  new  entrant’s  first 
unit  of  suitable  and  available  warehouse 
space,  and  (b)  which  fails  to  give  rea¬ 
sonable  credit  to  the  size  and  capacity 
of  a  new  entrant’s  suitable  and  available 
warehouse  space  in  excess  of  the  first 
unit; 

2.  Limits  the  possible  gain  or  loss  in 
selling  time  allotted  to  any  warehouse  on 
the  Mountain  City  tobacco  market  for 
any  one  selling  season  to  8  percent,  of  the 
selling  time  allotted  to  such  warehouse 
for  the  preceding  selling  season; 

3.  Allots  or  causes  to  be  allotted  any 
selling  time  on  any  basis  or  in  any  man¬ 
ner  which  includes  warehouse  space  that 
is  not  suitable  and  available  during  the 
selling  season  for  the  sale  of  tobacco  at 
auction  in  the  Mountain  City  tobacco 
market; 

4.  Has  the  piuTXwe  or  the  effect  of 
foreclosing  or  preventing  a  new  entrant 
warehouse  on  the  Mountain  City  tobacco 
market,  or  any  other  warehouse  doing 
business  on  that  market  from  competing 
therein;  or 

5.  Places  in  effect  or  carries  out  any 
act,  practice,  policy  or  method,  pro¬ 
hibited  by  any  provision  or  part  of  this 
order,  through  respondent.  Board  or 
any  other  instrumentality,  agent,  agency, 
medium  or  representative. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  ttiis  or¬ 
der,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
marmer  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  tiiis  order. 

Issued:  November  30,  1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1166;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 

Title  26-INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER  F — PROCEDURE  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 
(T.D.  6797] 

PART  301— PROCEDURE  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 

Procedure  and  Administration  Relat¬ 
ing  to  the  Tax  Classification  of  Pro¬ 
fessional  Service  Corporations,  As¬ 
sociations,  Trusts,  and  Other  Orga¬ 
nizations 

On  December  17,  1963,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  with  respect  to  the 


amendment  of  the  Regulations  on  Pro¬ 
cedure  and  Administration  (26  CFR 
Part  301)  under  section  7701  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (relating  to 
rules  to  clarify  the  tax  treatment  of 
professional  service  corporations,  asso¬ 
ciations,  trusts,  and  other  organizations) 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(28  FJ%.  13750).  After  consideration  of 
all  such  relevant  matter  as  was  pre¬ 
sented  by  interested  persons  regarding 
the  rules  proposed,  such  regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1.  Section  301.7701-1  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (c) 
thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  301.7701—1  Classification  of  organiza¬ 
tions  for  tax  purposes. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(c)  Effect  of  local  law.  As  indicated 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  the 
classes  into  which  organizations  are  to  be 
placed  for  purposes  of  taxation  are  de¬ 
termined  under  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code.  Thus,  a  particular  organization 
might  be  classified  as  a  trust  under  the 
law  of  one  State  and  a  corporation  un¬ 
der  the  law  of  another  State.  However, 
for  ptirposes  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  this  organization  would  be  uni¬ 
formly  classed  as  a  trust,  an  association 
(and,  therefore,  taxable  as  a  corpora¬ 
tion),  or  some  other  entity,  depending 
upon  its  nature  under  the  classification 
standards  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 
Similarly,  the  term  “partnership”  is  not 
limited  to  the  common-law  meaning  of 
partnership,  but  is  broader  in  its  scope 
and  includes  groups  not  commonly  called 
partnerships.  See  S  1.761-1  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  (Income  Tax  Regulations)  and  §  301.- 
7701-3.  The  term  “corporation”  is  not 
limited  to  the  artificial  entity  usually 
known  as  a  corporation,  but  includes  also 
an  association,  a  trust  classed  as  an  asso¬ 
ciation  because  of  its  nature  or  its  activi¬ 
ties,  a  joint-stock  company,  and  an 
insurance  company.  Although  it  is  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  rather  than  locsd 
law  which  establishes  the  tests  or  stand¬ 
ards  which  will  be  applied  in  determining 
the  classification  in  which  an  organiza¬ 
tion  belongs,  local  law  governs  in  deter¬ 
mining  whether  the  legal  relationships 
which  have  been  established  in  the  for¬ 
mation  of  an  organization  are  such  that 
the  standards  are  met.  Thus,  it  is  local 
law  which  must  be  applied  in  determining 
such  matters  as  the  legal  relationships 
of  the  members  of.  the  organization 
among  themselves  and  with  the  public 
at  large,  and  the  interests  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  organization  in  its  assets. 
Nevertheless,  the  labels  applied  by  local 
law  to  organizations,  which  may  now  or 
hereafter  be  authorized  by  local  law,  are 
in  and  of  themselves  of  no  importance  in 
the  classification  of  such  organizations 
for  the  purposes  of  taxation  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code.  Thus,  a  profes¬ 
sional  service  organization,  formed  un¬ 
der  the  law  of  a  State  authorizing  the 
formation  by  one  or  more  persons  of  a 
so-called  professional  service  corpora¬ 
tion,  would  not  be  classified  for  purposes 
of  taxation  as  a  “corporation”  merely  be¬ 
cause  the  organization  was  so  labeled  un¬ 
der  local  law.  See  Morrissey  et  al.  v. 
Commissioner,  296  U.S.  344  (1935).  The 
classification  in  which  a  professional 


service  organization  belongs  is  deter¬ 
mined  under  the  tests  and  standards  set 
forth  in  §S  301.7701-2,  301.7701-3,  and 
301.7701-4. 

Par.  2.  Section  301.7701-2  is  amended 
by  revising  the  heading  of  such  section, 
by  adding  a  new  subparagraph  (5)  to 
paragraph  (a),  by  striking  out  example 
(1)  in  paragraph  (g),  and  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (h).  These  amended 
provisions  read  as  follows: 

§  301.7701—2  Associations,  including 
organizations  labeled  “corpora¬ 
tions.” 

(a)  Characteristics  of  corporations. 

•  *  • 

(5)  The  rules  of  paragraph  (h)  of  this 
section  are  applicable  only  to  taxable 
years  beginning  after  December  31, 1960. 
However,  in  the  case  of  an  organization 
formed  as  a  partnership  association,  a 
business  trust,  an  ordinary  business 
corporation,  or  a  professional  service 
organization  formed  under  a  local  law 
or  regulatory  rule  specifically  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  formation  of  such  organizations, 
the  rules  of  paragraph  (h)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  not  apply  to  any  taxable  year 
ending  on  or  before  December  31,  1964, 
if  such  organization  made  its  return  for 
any  such  taxable  year,  filed  at  or  prior 
to  the  time  (including  extensions  there¬ 
of)  that  the  return  for  such  taxable 
year  was  required  to  be  filed,  as  if  its  in¬ 
come  were  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by 
section  11  of  the  Code  (relating  to  tax 
imposed  on  corporations) . 

•  •  •  *  * 

(g)  Examples.  •  •  * 

Example  (1).  [Deleted] 

•  *  •  •  * 

(h)  Classification  of  professional  serv¬ 
ice  organizations.  (1)  (i)  A  professional 
service  organization  is  treated  as  a  cor¬ 
poration  (or  as  an  association  and,  there¬ 
fore,  taxable  as  a  corporation)  only  if  it 
has  sufficient  corporate  characteristics 
to  be  classifiable  as  a  corporation  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  rather 
than  as  a  partnership  or  proprietorship. 
For  purposes  of  determining  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  an  organization  under  these 
regulations,  the  term  “professional  serv¬ 
ice  organization,”  as  used  in  this  para¬ 
graph,  means  an  organization  formed  by 
one  or  more  persons  to  engage  in  a  busi¬ 
ness  involving  the  performance  of  pro¬ 
fessional  services  for  profit  which  under 
local  law,  may  not  be  organized  and 
operated  in  the  form  of  an  ordinary  busi¬ 
ness  corporation  having  the  usual  char¬ 
acteristics  of  such  a  corporatioiL  Thus, 
even  if  a  professional  service  organiza¬ 
tion  is  organized  as  an  ordinary  business 
corporation,  this  paragraph  applies  if 
such  corporation  is  subject  to  local  regu¬ 
latory  rules  which  deprive  such  corpora¬ 
tion  of  the  usual  characteristics  of  an 
ordinary  business  corporation.  ’This 
paragraph  applies  irrespective  of 
whether  an  organization  is  labeled  under 
local  law  as  a  professional  service  corpo¬ 
ration,  a  professional  service  association, 
a  trust,  or  otherwise. 

(ii)  In  determining  whether  a  pro¬ 
fessional  service  organization  has  the 
major  characteristics  ordinarily  found 
in  a  business  corporation  and  whether 
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any  other  significant  factors  are  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  classif3ring  the  or¬ 
ganization,  the  special  professional  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  profession  engaged  in 
by  the  members  of  the  organization  must 
be  taken  into  consideration.  Although 
such  an  organization  may  have  asso¬ 
ciates  and  is  engaged  in  business  for 
profit,  the  relationships  of  the  members 
of  such  an  organization  to  each  other  as 
well  as  their  relationships  to  employees, 
to  clients,  patients,  or  customers  and  to 
the  public  are  Inherently  different  from 
the  relationships  characteristic  of  an 
ordinary  business  corporation.  In  de¬ 
termining  the  nature  of  these  relation¬ 
ships,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
law  under  which  the  organization  is 
formed,  the  character,  articles  of  asso¬ 
ciation,  bylaws,  or  other  documents  re¬ 
lating  to  the  formation  of  the  organiza¬ 
tion,  and  all  other  facts  and  rules  govern¬ 
ing  or  pertaining  to  such  relationships  in 
the  usual  course  of  the  practice  of  the 
profession  of  the  participants. 

(2)  A  professional  service  organiza¬ 
tion  does  not  have  continuity  of  life 
within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  if  the  death,  insanity, 
bankruptcy,  retirement,  resignation,  ex¬ 
pulsion.  professional  disqualification,  or 
election  to  inconsistent  public  oCBce  of 
any  member  will  (determined  without 
regard  to  any  agreement  among  the 
members)  cause  under  local  law  the  dis¬ 
solution  of  the  organization.  A  business 
corporation  has  a  continuing  identity  as 
an  entity  which  is  not  dependent  upon 
a  shareholder's  active  participation  in 
any  capacity  in  the  production  of  the 
income  of  the  corporation.  Further¬ 
more,  the  interest  of  a  shareholder  in  an 
ordinary  business  corporation  includes  a 
right  to  share  in  the  profits  of  the  cor¬ 
poration.  and  such  right  is  not  legally 
dependent  (determined  without  regard 
to  any  agreement  among  the  share¬ 
holders)  upon  his  participation  in  the 
production  of  the  corporation’s  income. 
However,  the  interest  of  a  member  of  a 
professional  service  organization  gen¬ 
erally  is  inextricably  bound  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  continuance  of  an  employ¬ 
ment  relationship  with  the  organization, 
and  he  cannot  share  in  the  profits  of  a 
professional  service  organization  unless 
he  also  shares  in  the  performance  of  the 
services  rendered  by  the  organization. 
For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  the  term 
“employment  relationship”  is  used  to  de¬ 
scribe  such  active  participation  by  the 
member  and  is  not  restricted  to  the 
common-law  meaning  of  such  term.  If 
local  law,  applicable  regulations,  or  pro¬ 
fessional  ethics  do  not  permit  a  member 
of  a  professional  service  organization  to 
share  in  its  profits  unless  an  employ¬ 
ment  relationship  exists  between  him 
and  the  organization,  and  if  in  such  case, 
he  or  his  estate  is  required  to  dispose  of 
his  interest  in  the  organization  if  the 
emplo3rment  relationship  terminates,  the 
continuing  existence  of  the  organization 
depends  upon  the  willingness  of  its  re¬ 
maining  members,  if  any,  either  to  agree, 
by  prior  arrangement  or  at  the  time  of 
such  termination,  to  acquire  his  interest 
No.  22 - 3 


or  to  employ  his  proposed  successor. 
The  continued  existence  of  such  a  pro¬ 
fessional  service  organization  is  similar 
to  that  of  a  partnership  formed  under 
the  Uniform  Partnership  Act.  whose 
business  continues  pursuant  to  an  agree¬ 
ment  providing  that  the  business  will  be 
continued  by  the  remaining  members 
after  the  withdrawal  or  death  of  a  part¬ 
ner  (see  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section) , 
and  is  essentially  different  from  the  con¬ 
tinuity  of  life  possessed  by  an  ordinary 
business  corporation.  Consequently, 
such  a  professional  service  organization 
lacks  continuity  of  life. 

(3)  In  applying  the  rules  of  paragraph 
(c)  of  this  section,  relating  to  centrali¬ 
zation  of  management ,  a  professional 
service  organization  does  not  have  cen¬ 
tralization  of  management  where  the 
managers  of  a  professional  service  or¬ 
ganization  under  local  law  are  not  vested 
with  the  continuing  exclusive  authority 
to  determine  any  one  or  more  of  the 
following  matters:  (1)  The  hiring  and 
firing  of  professional  members  of  the  or¬ 
ganization  and  its  professional  and  lay 
employees,  (ii)  the  compensation  of  the 
members  and  of  such  employees,  (iU)  the 
conditions  of  employment — such  as 
working  hours,  vacation  periods,  and  sick 
leave,  (iv)  the  persons  who  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  as  clients  or  patients,  (v)  who 
will  handle  each  individual  case  or  mat¬ 
ter,  (vi)  the  professional  policies  and 
procedures  to  be  followed  in  handling 
each  individual  case,  (vil)  the  fees  to  be 
charged  by  the  organization,  (viii)  the 
nature  of  the  records  to  be  kept,  their 
use,  and  their  disposition,  and  (ix)  the 
times  and  amoimts  of  distributions  of 
the  earnings  of  the  organization  to  its 
members  as  such.  Moreover,  although  a 
measure  of  central  control  may  exist  in 
a  professional  service  organization,  the 
managers  of  a  professional  service  or¬ 
ganization  in  which  a  member  retains 
traditional  professional  responsibility 
cannot  have  the  continuing  exclusive  au¬ 
thority  to  determine  all  of  the  matters 
described  in  the  preceding  sentence.  In¬ 
stead,  such  measure  of  central  control  is 
no  m?re  than  that  existing  in  an  ordi¬ 
nary  large  professional  partnership 
which  has  one  or  more  so-called  manag¬ 
ing  partners  and  in  which  a  member 
retains  the  traditional  professional  au¬ 
tonomy  with  respect  to  professional  de¬ 
cisions  and  the  traditional  responsibility 
of  a  professional  person  to  the  client  or 
patient.  Such  measure  of  central  con¬ 
trol  is  essentially  different  from  the  cen¬ 
tralization  of  management  existing  in  an 
ordinary  business  corporation.  There¬ 
fore,  centralization  of  management  does 
not  exist  in  such  a  professional  service 
organization. 

(4)  A  professional  service  organization 
has  the  corporate  characteristic  of  lim¬ 
ited  li{d)ility  within  the  meaning  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section  only  if  the 
personal  liability  of  its  members,  in  their 
capacity  as  members  of  the  organization, 
is  no  greater  in  any  aspect  than  that  of 
shareholder-employees  of  an  ordinary 
business  corporation.  If  under  local  law 
and  the  rules  pertaining  to  professional 


practice,  a  mutual  agency  relationship, 
similar  to  that  existing  in  an  ordinary 
professional  partnership,  exists  between 
the  members  of  a  professional  service 
organization,  such  organization  lacks 
the  corporate  characteristic  of  limited 
liability. 

(5)  (i)  If  the  right  of  a  member  of  a 
professional  service  organization  to  share 
in  its  profits  is  dependent  upon  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  an  emplo3mient  relationship  be¬ 
tween  him  and  the  organization,  free 
transferability  of  interests  within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section 
exists  only  if  the  member,  without  the 
consent  of  other  members,  may  transfer 
both  the  right  to  share  in  the  profits 
of  the  organization  and  the  right  to 
an  employment  relationship  with  the 
organization. 

(ii)  The  corporate  characteristic  of 
free  transferability  of  Interests  exists  in 
a  modified  form  within  the  meaning  of 
paragraph  (e)  (2)  of  this  section  when 
a  shareholder  in  an  ordinary  business 
corporation  can  transfer  his  interest  in 
such  corporation  only  after  having  of¬ 
fered  such  interest  to  the  other  share¬ 
holders  at  its  fair  market  value.  In  such 
a  case,  the  so-called  right  of  first  refusal 
applies  only  to  an  interest  which  is  a 
right  to  share  in  the  profits,  the  assets, 
and  the  management  of  the  enterprise. 
However,  if  the  interest  of  a  member  of 
a  professional  service  organization  con¬ 
stitutes  a  right  to  share  in  the  profits  of 
the  organization  which  is  contingent 
upon  and  inseparable  from  the  member’s 
continuing  emplosrment  relationship  with 
the  organization,  and  the  transfer  of 
such  interest  is  subject  to  a  right  of  first 
refusal,  such  interest  is  subject  to  a 
power  in  the  other  members  of  the  orga¬ 
nization  to  determine  not  only  the  in¬ 
dividuals  whom  the  organization  is  to 
employ,  but  also  who  may  share  with 
them  in  the  profits  of  the  organization. 
The  possession  by  other  members  of  the 
power  to  determine,  in  connection  with 
the  transfer  of  such  an  interest,  whom 
the  organization  is  to  employ  is  so  sub¬ 
stantial  a  hindrance  upon  the  free  trans¬ 
ferability  of  interests  in  the  organization 
that  such  power  precludes  the  existence 
of  a  modified  form  of  free  trsmsferability 
of  Interests.  Therefore,  if  a  member  of 
a  professional  service  organization  who 
possesses  such  an  interest  may  transfer 
his  interest  to  a  qualified  person  who  is 
not  a  member  of  the  organization  only 
after  having  first  offered  his  interest  to 
the  other  members  of  the  organization 
at  its  fair  market  value,  the  corporate 
characteristic  of  free  transferability  of 
interests  does  not  exist. 

(Sec.  7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954.  68A  Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805) 

[seal]  Sheldon  S.  Cohen, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  January  28, 1965. 

Stanley  S.  Surrey, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[PJl.  Doe.  65-1170;  Piled,  Peb.  2.  1968; 

8:49  ajn.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  26  1 

FLAXSEED  GRAIN  STANDARDS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Adminis 
trative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003) ,  no 
tice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
under  consideration  a  proposed  revision 
of  the  OfBcial  Grain  Standards  of  the 
United  States  for  Flaxseed  (7  CFR  26.501 
et  seq.) ,  promulgated  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards 
Act,  39  Stat.  482,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
71  et  seq.) . 

The  United  States  Grain  Standards 
Act  requires  that  public  notice  be  given 
of  the  revision  of  standards  not  less  than 
90  days  in  advance  of  the  effective  date 
of  such  revision.  If  the  standards  for 
flaxseed  are  revised,  it  is  the  intent  that 
the  revised  standards  be  made  effective 
on  or  about  July  1, 1965. 

Public  hearings  will  not  be  held  but  all 
persons  who  desire  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  recommendations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  proposal  shall  file  the 
same  in  duplicate  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  112,  Administration  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not  later  than 
February  26,  1965.  All  written  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regu¬ 
lar  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

Statement  of  considerations.  Recom¬ 
mendations  have  been  made  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
to  change  the  quality  requirements  in  the 
flaxseed  standards.  Except  for  amend¬ 
ments  changing  the  methods  of  express¬ 
ing  dockage  smd  determining  moisture  in 
flaxseed  which  became  effective  July  1. 
1935,  the  flaxseed  standards  have  not 
been  changed  since  they  first  became  ef¬ 
fective  on  August  1.  1934. 

A  revision  of  the  flaxseed  standards 
has  been  under  discussion  with  the  flax¬ 
seed  industry  for  about  a  year.  During 
this  time,  the  Flax  Development  Com¬ 
mittee  has  held  meetings  with  the  Min¬ 
nesota  Terminal  Elevators  Association, 
the  Grain  Commission  Merchants  Asso¬ 
ciation,  the  North  Dakota  Flax  Growers 
Committee,  the  North  Dakota  Grain 
Dealers  Association,  the  Agronomy  and 
Plant  Genetics  Department  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Minnesota,  and  the  Extension 
Service  of  the  North  Dakota  State  Uni¬ 
versity.  An  official  of  the  Flax  Develop¬ 
ment  Committee  reported  that  all  of 
these  organizations  indorse  the  proposed 
changes  and  have  requested  that  the 
changes  be  effective  for  the  1965  crop. 
As  a  result  of  this  review  the  following 
proposed  changes  in  the  flaxseed  stand¬ 
ards  are  presented  for  consideration: 

1.  Lower  the  maximum  moisture  limit 
in  the  numerical  grades  from  the  present 


11.0  percent  to  9.5  percent.  Under  most 
conditions  flaxseed  with  more  than  9.5 
percent  of  moisture  cannot  be  safely 
stored.  In  recent  years  some  lots  of 
flaxseed  which  met  the  moisture  require¬ 
ment  of  the  present  numerical  grades  of 
11.0  percent  or  less  have  heated  in  stor¬ 
age  and  contained  a  high  percentage  of 
heat-damaged  flaxseed  when  removed 
from  storage;  therefore,  it  is  proposed 
to  reduce  the  moisture  limit. 

The  proposed  change  will  not  mate¬ 
rially  affect  the  grading  of  the  flaxseed 
crop.  Of  the  59  inspected  export  ship¬ 
ments  of  flaxseed  during  fiscal  year  1964, 
95  percent  contained  9.5  percent  or  less 
moisture.  During  the  same  period,  data 
from  the  3,602  domestic  flaxseed  inspec¬ 
tions  showed  over  90  percent  contained 
9.5  percent  or  less  moisture.  A  tabula¬ 
tion  of  flaxseed  receipt  inspections  (rep¬ 
resenting  1,978  flaxseed  carlots  and  1,084 
trucklots)  made  during  the  three  months 
following  the  1963  crop  harvest  averaged 
7.9  percent  moisture. 

2.  Reduce  the  maximum  limits  of 
damaged  flaxseed  in  the  numerical 
grades.  The  present  standards  permit 
20  percent  of  damaged  flaxseed  in  grade 
No.  1  and  30  percent  in  grade  No.  2.  It 
is  proposed  to  reduce  these  limits  to  10.0 
percent  in  grade  No.  1  and  15.0  percent  in 
grade  No.  2.  The  maximxun  percentage 
of  damaged  flaxseed  recorded  in  any  of 
the  59  export  shipments  of  flaxseed  dur¬ 
ing  the  flscal  year  1964  was  1.6  percent. 
Grain  inspection  data  covering  3,602  car- 
lot  and  trucklot  receipts  and  shipments 
made  during  flscal  year  1964  showed  95 
percent  contained  less  than  1.0  percent 
damaged  flaxseed  and  99.3  percent  con¬ 
tained  less  than  10  iiercent  damaged 
flaxseed.  Of  this  total,  3,143  were  grade 
No.  1  and  all  contained  less  than  10  per¬ 
cent  damaged  flaxseed.  The  remaining 
459  were  grade  No.  2  or  Sample  Grade. 
Of  these,  25  contained  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  and  only  16  of  the  25  contained  more 
than  15  percent  damaged  flaxseed. 
These  records  indicate  that  the  percent¬ 
age  of  damaged  flaxseed  is  usually  not  a 
factor  in  the  grading  of  flaxseed. 

3.  Provide  maximum  limits  for  heat- 
damaged  flaxseed  in  the  numerical 
grades.  The  present  standards  have  no 
limits  for  heat-damaged  flaxseed.  Heat- 
damaged  flaxseed  is  included  in  the  def¬ 
inition  for  damaged  flaxseed.  When 
flaxseed  becomes  heat-damaged,  its 
quality  is  lowered  considerably.  In 
order  to  prevent  flaxseed  containing  a 
large  percentage  of  heat-damaged  flax¬ 
seed  being  given  a  numerical  grade,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  limits  of  heat-damaged 
flaxseed  be  0.2  percent  in  grade  No.  1  and 
0.5  percent  in  grade  No.  2. 

4.  Other  considerations.  The  defini¬ 
tion  of  Sample  grade  has  been  made 
more  specific  by  including  castor  beans, 
crotalaria  seeds,  stones,  unknown  for¬ 
eign  substances,  and  commonly  recog¬ 
nized  harmful  or  toxic  substances.  At 
present,  when  flaxseed  is  graded  Sample 
grade  because  it  contains  any  of  the 
above-mentioned  materials,  “distinctly 


low  quality”  is  given  as  the  reason  for 
Sample  grade.  If  castor  beans,  crota¬ 
laria  seeds,  stones,  unknown  foreign  sub¬ 
stances,  and  commonly  recognized  harm¬ 
ful  or  toxic  substances  are  added  to  the 
deflnition  of  Sample  grade,  the  specific 
reason  or  reasons  for  assigning  such 
grade  can  be  stated  on  the  certificate 
without  using  the  statement  “distinctly 
low  quality.” 

It  is  also  proposed  to  renumber  or 
otherwise  redesignate  the  sections  and 
paragraphs  of  the  standards  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  clarity.  These  proposed  modi¬ 
fications  are  not  set  forth  in  this  notice 
because  such  changes  are  nonsubstantive 
and  it  would  be  more  difficult  for  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  compare  the  present 
standards  with  the  proposed  substantive 
changes  if  such  redesignations  were 
specified. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  In  §  26.501  Terms  defined,  the  intro¬ 
ductory  paragraph  would  be  amended  by 
adding  the  words  “(Linum  usitatis- 
simum)  ”  after  the  word  “flaxseed.”  The 
introductory  paragraph  would  then  read 
as  follows: 

Terms  defined.  For  the  purposes  of 
the  official  grain  standards  of  the  United 
States  for  flaxseed  (Unum  usitatissl- 
mum) : 

2.  Section  26.502,  Flaxseed;  grade  re¬ 
quirements.  would  be  designated  S  26.502 
(a)  and  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Grade  requirements  for  flaxseed. 


Minimum 

Maximum  limits  of- 

Grade 

test 

weight  per 
bushel 

Heat-dam- 

aged 

flaxseed 

Damaged 

flaxseM 

(total) 

1 . 

Pound* 

49 

Percent 

0.2 

Percent 

10.0 

2 . 

47 

.6 

16.0 

Sample  grade..... 

Sample  grade  shall  be  flaxseed  which 

does  not  meet  the  requirements  of 
grade  No.  1  or  No.  2;  or  which 
contains  more  than  9.6  percent  of 
moisture;  or  which  contains 
castor  beans  (Rlclnus  communis), 
crotalaria  seeds  (Crotalaria  spp.), 
stones,  unknown  foreign  sub¬ 
stances,  or  commonly  recognized 
harmful  or  toxic  substances;  or 
which  is  musty,  sour,  or  beating; 
or  which  has  any  commercially 
objectionable  foreign  odor;  or 
which  is  otherwise  of  distinctly 
low  quality. 

3.  A  new  §  26.502(b)  would  be  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

(b)  Grade  designation  for  flaxseed. 
The  grade  designation  for  flaxseed  shall 
include,  in  the  order  named,  the  number 
of  the  grade  or  the  words  “Sample 
grade”,  as  the  case  may  be;  the  word 
“Flaxseed”;  and,  when  applicable,  the 
word  “dockage”  together  with  the  per¬ 
centage  thereof. 

4.  Section  26.503  would  be  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 
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§  26.S03  Dockage. 

Dockage  shall  be  all  matter  other  than 
flaxseed,  also  underdeveloped  and  shriv¬ 
eled  flaxseed  and  small  pieces  of  flaxseed 
removed  in  properly  separating  the  ma¬ 
terial  other  than  flaxseed  and  which  can¬ 
not  be  recovered  by  properly  rescreening 
or  recleaning.  (See  also  §§  26.502(b)  and 
26.504(b).) 

5.  Section  26.504(a)  would  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Basis  of  grade  determinations. 
Each  determination  of  moisture,  test 
weight  per  bushel,  heat-damaged  flax- 
se^,  and  damaged  flaxseed  shall  be  upon 
the  basis  of  the  grain  after  the  removal 
of  that  part  of  the  dockage  which  can  be 
removed  readily  by  the  use  of  appropri¬ 
ate  sieves  and  cleaning  devices.  All 
other  determinations  shall  be  upon  the 
basis  of  the  grain  as  a  whole. 

6.  Section  26.504(b)  would  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

(b)  Percentages.  All  percentages 
shall  be  upon  the  basis  of  weight.  Per¬ 
centages  except  for  dockage  shall  be  ex¬ 
pressed  in  whole  and  tenth  percent  to 
the  nearest  tenth  of  a  percent.  The  per¬ 
centage  of  dockage  when  equal  to  1  per¬ 
cent  or  more  shall  be  stated  in  terms  of 
whole  percent  and  when  less  than  1  per¬ 
cent  shall  not  be  stated.  A  fraction  of 
a  percent  of  dockage  shall  be  disregarded. 

7.  Section  26.504(c)  would  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

(c)  Moisture.  Moisture  shall  be  as¬ 
certained  by  use  of  the  equipment  and 
procedure  prescribed  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  (Information 
thereon  may  be  obtained  from  said 
Service.) 

8.  Section  26.504(d)  would  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

(d)  Test  weight  per  bushel.  Test 
weight  per  bushel  shall  be  the  weight  per 
Winchester  bushel  as  determined  by  the 
method  prescribed  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  described 
in  Circular  No.  921,  issued  June  1953. 
Test  weight  per  bushel  shall  be  expressed 
in  whole  and  half  pounds.  A  fraction  of 
a  half  pound  shall  be  disregarded. 

9.  Section  26.504(e)  would  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

(e)  Damaged  flaxseed.  Damaged 
flaxseed  shall  be  flaxseed  and  pieces  of 
flaxseed  which  are  heat  damaged, 
sprouted,  frosted,  badly  ground  damaged, 
badly  weather  damaged,  moldy,  diseased, 
or  otherwise  materially  damaged. 

10.  New  sections  26.504  (f)  and  (g) 
would  be  added  to  read  as  follows: 

(f)  Heat-damaged  flaxseed.  Heat- 
damaged  flaxseed  shall  be  flaxseed  and 
pieces  of  flaxseed  which  are  materially 
discolored  and  damaged  by  heat. 

(g)  Stones.  Stones  shall  be  concreted 
earthy  or  mineral  matter  and  other  sub- 
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stances  of  similar  hardness  that  do  not 
disintegrate  readily  in  water. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  January  1965. 

G.  R.  Grange, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-1167;  Piled,  Peb.  3,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.l 

[7  CFR  Part  1127] 

MILK  IN  SAN  ANTONIO,  TEXAS, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Suspension  of  a 
Certain  Provision  of  the  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UJ5.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  sus¬ 
pension  of  a  certain  provision  of  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  marketing  area 
is  being  considered  for  the  period  of 
March  1,  1965,  through  July  31,  1965. 

The  provision  proposed  to  be  sus¬ 
pended  is  the  portion  of  the  proviso  in 
S  1127.11  which  reads:  “That  if  the  days 
of  production  of  such  person  for  which 
milk  is  diverted  exceed  one-third  of  the 
days  of  production  that  milk  is  delivered 
to  a  pool  plant  during  the  month,  such 
milk  shall  cease  to  be  producer  milk  for 
the  entire  period  of  such  diversion.” 

A  cooperative  association  has  proposed 
a  temporary  suspension  of  the  limitation 
on  the  diversion  of  producer  milk  to  a 
nonpool  plant  for  the  above  stated  pe¬ 
riod.  The  association  contends  that 
the  present  diversion  limitation  is  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  economical  handling  of 
milk  surplus  to  the  fluctuating  fluid  milk 
requirements  of  the  market  It  claims 
that  during  the  months  of  seasonally 
higher  production  this  action  would  al¬ 
low  the  disposition  of  surplus  milk  in 
higher-priced  uses,  at  lesser  transporta¬ 
tion  cost,  than  would  be  possible  under 
present  order  provisions. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  suspension  should 
file  the  same  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Room  If2-A,  Administration  Building, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not  later 
than  10  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  All  documents  filed  should  be  in 
duplicate. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  29,  1965. 

J.  C.  Blum, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1168;  Filed.  Feb.  3,  1065; 

8:48  aon.] 


1119 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

[7  CFR  Part  3191 

ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT,  AND  TAN¬ 
GERINES  FROM  MEXICO  AND  CER¬ 
TAIN  CENTRAL  AMERICAN  COUN¬ 
TRIES 

Method  of  Fumigation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  under  section 
4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  1003)  that  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Service  under  authority  conferred 
by  S  319.56-2  of  the  regulations  (7  CFR 
319.56-2)  supplemental  to  the  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Quarantine  (Notice  of  Quar¬ 
antine  No.  56.  7  CFR  319.56),  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  5  and  9  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  1912  (7  UJ5.C.  159, 
162) .  is  considering  amending  paragraph 
(a)  (2)  (i)  of  administrative  instructions 
designated  as  S  319.56-2e  (7  CFR  319.- 
56e(a)  (2)  (i) )  to  read  as  follows: 

§  319.56— 2e  Administrative  instructions 
prescribing  method  of  fumigation  of 
oranges,  grapefruit,  and  tangerines 
from  Mexico  and  certain  Central 
American  countries. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(2)  Approved  fumigation,  (i)  The 
approved  fumigation  shall  consist  of 
fumigation  with  ethylene  dibromide  at 
normal  atmospheric  pressure  in  a  fumi¬ 
gation  chamber  that  has  been  approved 
by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Division.  The 
chamber  must  be  equipped  with  a  gas- 
tight  window  which  will  permit  viewing 
the  electrically  heated  vaporizing  pan 
Inside  the  chamber,  or  be  provided  with 
an  outside  signal  light  to  indicate  when 
the  vaporizing  current  is  on  or  off.  The 
Plant  Quarantine  Division  will  approve 
only  those  chambers  which  are  properly 
constructed,  satisfactorily  maintained, 
adequately  equipped,  and  at  locations 
where  required  treatment  supervision  can 
be  furni^ed.  The  chamber  load  shall 
not  exceed  80  percent  of  the  chamber’s 
volume.  The  period  of  fumigation,  the 
dosage,  and  the  temperature  at  which 
the  fiunigation  is  applied  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  such  conditions  and 
procedures  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Director  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Divi¬ 
sion,  and  \mder  the  supervision  of  a  Plant 
Quarantine  Inspector  of  the  United 
States  Department  "of  Agriculture.  The 
ethylene  dibromide,  a  liquid  at  ordinary 
temperatures,  must  be  volatilized  within 
the  sealed  fumigation  chamber  in  an 
electrically  heated  vaporizing  pan  con¬ 
trolled  by  an  outside  switch.  The  gas 
shall  be  circulated  within  the  chamber 
continuously  during  the  exposure  period 
by  an  electric  fan  or  blower,  and  the 
exposure  period  shall  begin  when  volatili¬ 
zation  is  complete.  The  fan  or  blower 
must  be  of  a  capacity  to  circulate  the 
entire  air  mass  within  the  chamber  in 
one  minute. 

(Sec.  9,  37  Stat.  318;  7  UA.C.  162;  19  FJl.  74. 
as  amended;  7  <3FR  319.56-2.  Interprets  or 
applies  sec.  5.  37  Stat.  316;  7  UA.C.  159) 
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The  proposed  amendment  would  delete 
from  the  administrative  instructions 
specific  fiunigation  dosages  at  varying 
temperatures  and  volume  of  load  to  total 
chamber  capacity.  This  is  considered 
desirable  because  it  has  been  found  that 
variable  dosages  of  a  fumigant  are  re¬ 
quired  to  yield  complete  control  of  dif¬ 
ferent  species  of  fruitflies  of  the  genus 
Airastrepha  imder  differing  shipping  con¬ 
ditions  existing  in  Mexico  and  certain 
Central  American  countries  listed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  the  administrative  in¬ 
structions.  In  lieu  of  the  present  fumiga¬ 
tion  schedule,  it  is  proposed  to  provide 
for  treatment  in  accordance  with  such 
conditions  and  procedures  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Director  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Division,  and  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  of  a  Plant  Quarantine  Inspec¬ 
tor  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  This  will  allow  the  flexibil¬ 
ity  needed  to  meet  situations  presented 
when  shipments  of  oranges,  grapefruit, 
and  tangerines  offered  for  entry  are  af¬ 
fected  by  a  number  of  variables,  includ¬ 
ing  differences  in  maturity,  fruit  temper¬ 
atures,  degree  of  fruitfly  larval  infesta¬ 
tion,  and  postshipping  conditions. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  argxunents  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  matter  should  file  the  same 
with  the  Plant  Quarantine  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Federal  Center 
Building,  Hyattsville,  Md.,  20781,  within 
30  days  after  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  iiotlce  in  the  Federal  Register.  All 
written  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  such  times  and 
places  and  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

Done  at  Hyattsville,  Md.,  this  28th  day 
of  January  1965. 

[sEALl  F.  A.  Johnston, 

Director, 

Plant  Quarantine  Division. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-1143:  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-84] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

In  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  19, 1964  (29  F.R.  18095) ,  it  was 
stated  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  alter  the  existing  control 
zone  and  transition  area  at  Menominee, 
Mich.  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is 
considering  a  further  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  which  would  alter  the  proposed 
transition  area  at  Menominee,  Mich. 

The  proposed  transition  area  for 
Menominee  was  described  as  that  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Menominee  County  Airport  (Lat. 
45“07'25"  N.,  Long.  87"38'20"  W.)  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Menominee  VOR 


351°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  N  of  the  VOR;  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  320”  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  Menominee  County  Airport 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to 
8  miles  NW  of  the  airport  and  that  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  1200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  5  miles  E  and  8 
miles  W  of  the  Menominee  VOR  351“  and 
171°  radials,  extending  from  12  miles  N 
to  3  miles  S  of  the  VOR  and  within  5 
miles  SW  and  8  miles  NE  of  the  320° 
beai-ing  from  the  Menominee  County  Air¬ 
port  extending  from  the  airport  to  12 
miles  NW  of  the  airport. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  fore¬ 
going  proposal,  it  has  been  determined 
that  additional  airspace  is  needed  to  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures.  Therefore,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  having  completed  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  review  of  the  terminal  airspace  re¬ 
quirements  in  the  Menominee,  Mich., 
terminal  area,  proposes  the  following 
aii’space  action: 

Designate  the  Menominee,  Mich., 
transition  area  to  comprise  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Menominee  County  Airport  (Lat.  45”07'- 
25"  N..  Long.  87”38'20"  W.)  and  within 
5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  Menomi¬ 
nee  VOR  351“  and  171“  radials,  extend¬ 
ing  from  12  miles  N  to  3  miles  S  of  the 
VOR  and  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
5  miles  SW  and  8  miles  NE  of  the  320“ 
bearing  from  the  Menominee  County  Air¬ 
port  extending  from  the  airport  to  12 
miles  NW  of  the  airport. 

The  proposed  changes  to  the  Menomi¬ 
nee  transition  area  will  provide  the  nec¬ 
essary  additional  airspace  which  will 
permit  public  use  VOR-1  instrument  ap¬ 
proaches  to  be  made  from  the  prescribed 
holding  pattern. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  FedersJ  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110.  All  communications  received 
within  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
Notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  inform^  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  offlciids 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  No¬ 
tice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  Notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  conunents  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Januarv 
22, 1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1116;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-261 

CONTROL  ZONES,  TRANSITION 

AREAS,  AND  CONTROL  AREA  EX¬ 
TENSIONS 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation, 
and  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  §§  71.165,  71.171 
and  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations.  These  amend¬ 
ments  would  revoke  the  Philipsburg,  Pa., 
Control  Area  Extension  (29  F.R.  1092), 
the  Slate  Run,  Pa.  (29  F.R.  1201) ,  Stony- 
fork.  Pa.  (29  F.R.  1202),  Williamsport, 
Pa.  (29  F.R.  1205)  transition  areas  and 
alter  the  control  zones  of  Philipsburg, 
Pa,  (29  F.R.  1143),  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  (29 
F.R.  1159)  and  Williamsport,  Pa.  (29 
F.R.  1159).  They  would  also  designate 
a  700-foot  transition  area  over  Mid-State 
Airport,  Philipsburg,  Pa.,  University  Park 
Airport,  State  College,  Pa.,  Williams- 
port-L^oming  County  Airport,  Wil¬ 
liamsport,  Pa.,  Wilkes-Barre-Scranton 
Airport,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  Hazleton  Air¬ 
port,  Hazleton,  Pa.,  and  Mount  Pocono 
Airport,  Mount  Pocono,  Pa.  A  1,200- 
foot  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  transition  area 
would  also  be  designated. 

The  controlled  airspace  presently  in 
the  aforementioned  terminals  is  com¬ 
prised  of  the  Philipsburg,  Pa.  Control 
Area  Extension,  a  portion  of  the  New 
York,  N.Y.  Control  Area  Extension  (29 
FJl.  1091  as  amended,  29  Fit.  1561), 
and  a  portion  of  the  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Control  Area  Extension  (29  FJl.  1093  as 
amended,  29  FJl.  10502) ;  the  control 
zone  of  Philipsburg,  Pa.  described  as 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Black  Moshan- 
non  State  Airport;  the  control  zone  of 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  described  as  within  a 
5 -mile  radius  of  Wilkes-Barre-Scranton 
Airport  and  2  miles  each  side  of  the  cen¬ 
terline  of  Runway  4  extended  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  the  Crystal  Lake,  Pa. 
RBN,  and  Williamsport,  Pa.  control  zone 
(29  F.R.  1159)  described  as  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Williamsport-Lycoming 
Airport  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Williamsport  RR  W  course  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
RR.  The  controlled  airspace  also  con¬ 
tains  the  Slate  Run,  Stonyfork  and 
Williamsport,  Pa.  transition  areas. 

The  proposed  alteration  to  the  Wilkes- 
Barre,  Williamsport,  and  Philipsburg, 
Pa.  Control  Zones  would  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed  in¬ 
strument  approach  and  departure  proce¬ 
dures  at  tile  respective  airports.  The 
modification  to  the  Williamsport,  Pa. 
Control  Zone  would  lengthen  the  exten¬ 
sion  to  the  east  to  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  the  AL-457-RNG-2 
instrument  approach  procedure  and  a 
new  extension  would  be  designated  to  the 


Wednesday,  February  3,  1965 

east  to  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  the  AL-457-ILS-Rwy-27  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure.  Three 
new  extensions  would  be  designated  to 
the  West  and  Northwest  to  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  departing  the  cor¬ 
responding  runways.  The  modification 
to  the  Philipsburg,  Pa.  Control  Zone 
would  designate  three  new  extensions. 
The  two  extensions  to  the  Northwest 
would  provide  protection  for  aircraft  ex¬ 
ecuting  the  AL-523-ADF-1  and  the  VHF/ 
DP  (emergency)  instrument  approach 
procedures,  respectively.  The  extension 
to  the  northeast  would  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  executing  the  AL-523- 
VOR-1  instrument  approach  procedures. 

The  700-foot  transition  areas  will  pro¬ 
tect  departing  aircraft  from  700  feet 
above  ground  level  to  1,200  feet  and  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  instrument  approaches  down 
to  700  feet  above  ground  level.  The  700 
foot  transition  areas  in  conjunction  with 
the  1,200-foot  areas  will  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  holding,  arriving,  de¬ 
parting  and  executing  radar  vectoring 
procedures  in  the  Wilkes-Barre,  Mount 
Pocono,  Hazleton,  Williamsport,  Philips¬ 
burg  and  State  College  terminal  areas. 

The  fioors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  fioors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  mini¬ 
mum  instrument  flight  rules  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
ATTN;  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  the  Office  of 
the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Federal  Building.  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
conducted  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
airspace  requirements  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  terminal  areas  attendant  to  the 
implementation  of  CAR  60-21  and  60-29 
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(26  F.R.  570,  27  F.R.  4012) ,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  S  71.165  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  Philipsburg,  Pa.,  Control  Area 
Extension. 

2.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  description  of  the  Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa.,  control  zone  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof : 

within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  center  41*- 
20'17''  N..  76*43’28''  W.  of  Wllkes-Barre- 
Scranton  Airport,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  airport  ILS 
Localizer  SW  course  extending  SW  from  the 
5-miIe  radius  zone  for  2  miles  SW  of  the  OM. 

3.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  description  of  the  Williamsport, 
Pa.,  control  zone  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  center  41*- 
14'30''  N.,  76*55’20''  W.  of  Williamsport- 
Lycoming  County  Airport,  Williamsport,  Pa., 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  airport  ILS 
Localizer  E  course  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  the  Picture  Rocks  RBN;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Williamsport  LFR  E 
course  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
zone  to  the  Hughesvllle  RBN;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway  12  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  6  miles 
SE  of  the  end  of  the  runway;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway  27  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  10.5 
miles  W  of  the  end  of  the  runway;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  the  centerline  of  Run¬ 
way  30  extended  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  7  miles  NW  of  the  end  of  the  runway;  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  centerline  of 
Runway  33  extended  from  the  5-mtle  radius 
zone  to  5.5  miles  NW  of  the  end  of  the 
runway. 

4.  Amend  S  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  description  of  the  Philipsburg, 
Pa.  control  zone  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  center  40*- 
63'05"  N..  78*05*15”  W.  of  Mid-State  Airport, 
Philipsburg,  Pa.  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Philipsburg  VOR  247*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  VOR; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  162*  bearing 
from  the  Philipsburg  RBN  extending  from 
the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  the  RBN  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  333*  bearing 
from  the  Philipsburg  VHP/DF  station  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  0 
miles  NW  of  the  station. 

5.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  700-  and 
1.200-foot  transition  area  described  as 
follows: 

Wilkes-Bahre,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  41*20'17"  N.,  75°43'28” 
W.  of  Wllkes-Barre-Scranton  Airport, 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  airport  11^  Localizer  SW  course  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  12-mlle  radius  area  for  7 
miles. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  41*28*30"  N.,  75*29*00**  W.  to 
42*00*00**  N.,  75*26*30**  W.  to  42*00*00**  N.. 
75*00*00**  W.  to  41*31*00**  N.,  75*07*00**  W. 
to  40*56*16**  N..  75*11*04**  W.  to  41*00*00**  N.. 
75*15*00**  W.  to  41*00*00**  N.,  75*45*00**  W. 
to  40*55*20'*  N.,  76*43*00**  W.  to  40*48*20** 
N..  76*41*30**  W.  to  40*47*27**  N..  76*68*04*'  W. 
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to  40*36*00*'  N.,  77*55*00**  W.  to  40*44*06** 
N,  78*19*63*'  W.  to  40*55*00"  N.,  78*28*00** 
W.  to  40*55*00**  N.,  78*38*00**  W.  to  41*00*- 
00*'  N.,  78*35*20"  W.  to  41*38*00”  N.,  78*13*- 
00"  W.  to  41*55*30**  N.,  78*10*00**  W.  to 
41*65*00*'  N.,  77*58*00"  W.  to  41*52*30"  N., 
77*33*15"  W.  to  41*48*40**  N.,  77*33*40"  W. 
to  41*45*05"  N.,  77*01*06*'  W.  to  41*39*30" 
N.,  77°02'20**  W.  to  point  of  beginning. 

6.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  Mount  Pocono,  Pa.  700-foot 
transition  area  described  as  follows: 

Mount  Pocono,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
Of  the  center  41*07*40"  N.,  75*22*20"  W.  of 
Mount  Pocono  Airport,  Mount  Pocono,  Pa., 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  003*  bearing 
from  the  Tobyhanna  RBN  extending  from 
the  7-mile  radius  area  for  8  miles  N  of  the 
RBN. 

7.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  Hazleton,  Pa.,  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  described  as  follows: 

Hazleton,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  40*59*11"  N..  75*59*38"  W.  of 
Hazleton  Airport,  Hazleton,  Pa.,  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  076*  bearing  from  the 
Hazleton  RBN  extending  from  the  7-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  E  of  the  RBN  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Hazleton 
VOR  263*  radial  extending  from  the  7-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  W  of  the  VOR. 

8.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  700-foot  Williamsport,  Pa. 
transition  area  described  as  follows; 

Williamspobt,  Pa. 

*rhat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12-mile 
radius  of  the  center  41*14*30**  N.,  76*55*20*' 
W.  of  Williamsport-Lycoming  County  Air¬ 
port,  Williamsport,  Pa.,  within  5  miles  N 
and  8  miles  S  of  the  airport  ILS  Localizer  E 
course  extending  from  the  Picture  Rock 
RBN  to  12  miles  E  of  the  RBN;  within  5 
miles  N  and  8  miles  S  of  the  Williamsport 
LFR  E  course  extending  from  the  Hughes- 
ville  RBN  to  12  miles  E  of  the  RBN;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  WUliamsport  LFR 
E  course  extending  from  the  12  mile  radius 
area  to  the  Hughesvllle  RBN  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway 
27  extended  W  from  the  12  mile  radius  area 
for  14  miles  from  the  end  of  the  runway. 

9.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  700-foot  Philipsburg,  Pa.  transi¬ 
tion  area  described  as  follows: 

PanjpsBTTRG,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10-mile  radius 
of  the  center,  40*53*05"  N.,  78*05*15"  W., 
of  Mid-State  Airport,  Philipsburg,  Pa.,  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Phllipsbing  VOR 
067*  radial  extending  from  the  10-mlle  radius 
area  to  8  miles  NE  of  the  VOR;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  342*  bearing  from  the 
Philipsburg  RBN  extending  from  the  10-mlle 
radius  area  to  8  miles  NW  of  the  RBN. 

10.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  700-foot  State  College,  Pa.  tran¬ 
sition  area  described  as  follows: 

State  College,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
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of  the  center,  40“61’36’'  N.,  77°60'59"  W.,  of 
University  Park  Airport,  State  College,  Pa. 
excluding  that  portion  which  coincides  with 
Philipsburg,  Pa.,  transition  area. 

11,  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  Williamsport,  Pa.,  Stonyfork,  Pa.  and 
Slate  Rim,  Pa.  transition  areas. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  279;  49  U.S.C.  1348) , 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.  on  January  20, 
1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 

Acting  Director. 

Eastern  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1117;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-34] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation, 
and  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  S§  71.171  and  71.181  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  which  would  alter  the  Millinocket, 
Maine  control  zone  (29  F.R.  17616) ,  des¬ 
ignate  a  700-foot  transition  area  over 
Millinocket  Municipal  Airport,  Milli¬ 
nocket,  Maine  and  revoke  the  Greenville, 
Maine  1,200-foot  transition  area  (29  Fit. 
17667) .  A  1,200-foot  Millinocket.  Maine 
transition  area  would  also  be  designated. 

The  controlled  airspace  presently  in 
the  aforementioned  terminal  area  is  com¬ 
prised  of  the  Limestone,  Maine  control 
area  extension  (29  F.R.  17567) .  the  Milli¬ 
nocket,  Maine  control  zone  described  as 
being  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Milli¬ 
nocket  Municipal  Airport  and  with  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  080*  bearing  from 
the  Millinocket  RBN  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  10  miles  E  of  the 
RBN  and  the  Greenville,  Maine  1,200- 
foot  transition  area. 

The  proposed  alteration  of  the  control 
zone  would  delete  the  080*  extension  but 
add  a  094*  extension  of  about  5  miles  and 
another  extension  to  the  SE  of  about  5 
miles  premised  on  the  VOR.  The  latter 
extension  would  provide  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  AL-261-VOR-1  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure.  The  700- 
and  1,200-foot  transition  areas  would 
provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  holding,  arrival  and  departure 
procedures  in  the  Millinocket  teiminal 
area. 

Concurrent  with  the  designation  of  the 
Millinocket  transition  area,  the  need  for 
the  Greenville.  Maine  transition  area  will 
be  eliminated  permitting  its  revocation. 
.  The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  effected 
in  conjunction  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein,  but  operational  complexity  would 
not  be  increased  nor  would  aircraft  per¬ 
formance  or  present  landing  minimums 
be  adversely  affected.  Specific  details 
of  the  changes  to  procedures  and  mini¬ 


mum  flight  rules  altitudes  that  would  be 
required  may  be  examined  by  contacting 
the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  11430. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
Attn;  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building,  John 
F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y.,  11430.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  45  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data,  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel.  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Federal  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
airspace  requirements  for  the  terminal 
area  of  Millinocket.  Maine,  attendant  to 
the  implementation  of  the  provisions  of 
Civil  Air  Regulation  amendments  60-21 
and  60-29  (26  PJl.  570,  27  F.R.  4012) 
proposes  the  airspace  actions  hereinafter 
set  forth: 

1.  Amend  S  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Millinocket. 
Maine,  control  zone  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

Within  a  5-mUe  radius  of  the  center  45* 
38'60’'  N.,  e8*41'10"  W.  Of  MUllnocket  Air¬ 
port;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  a  094* 
bearing  from  the  Millinocket  Radio  Beacon 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to 
7  miles  E  of  the  radio  beacon;  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Millinocket  VOR  298* 
radial  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius  zone 
to  the  VOR. 

2.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700-  and  1,200-foot  Milli¬ 
nocket.  Maine,  transition  area  described 
as  follows: 

Millinocket,  IiIaine 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  45*38*50”  N..  68*41*10"  W.  of 
MUllnocket  Municipal  Airport,  Millinocket, 
Maine;  within  2  mUes  each  side  of  a  004* 
bearing  from  the  MUllnocket  RBN  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  7-mUe  radius  area  to  8  miles  K 
of  the  RBN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
MUllnocket  VOR  298*  radial  extending  fr<Mn 
the  7-mlle  radius  area  to  the  VOR. 

*rhat  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a 


line  beginning  at:  45*56*00**  N.,  68*36*00" 
W.  to  45*39*00**  N..  69*48*00*'  W.  to  45*23*00*' 
N..  69*48*00  *  W.  to  45*23*00”  N.,  69*30*00" 
W.  to  46*24*00**  N.,  68*66*00”  W.  to  45*30*00" 
N.,  68*31*00”  W.  to  45*27*00”  N.,  68*20*00’' 
W.  to  45*33*00”  N.,  68*16*00”  W.  to  45*38*00" 
N.,  67*40*30”  W.  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

3.  Amend  §  71.165  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  re¬ 
voke  the  Greenville,  Maine,  1,200-foot 
transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January  21 
1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director. 

Eastern  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-1118;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-EA-35] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71, 
§§71.171  and  71.181  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  which  would  alter 
the  Covington.  Ky.,  control  zone,  estab¬ 
lish  a  700-  an  1,200-foot  transition  area 
over  the  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  terminal  com¬ 
plex,  establish  a  700-foot  transition  area 
over  Hook  Field  Municipal  Airport,  Mid¬ 
dletown,  Ohio,  and  establish  a  700-foot 
transition  area  over  Hamilton  Airport, 
Hamilton,  Ohio. 

The  present  Covington,  Ky.,  control 
zone  is  designated  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Greater  Cincinnati  Airport  with  ex¬ 
tensions  to  the  S.  2  miles  either  side  of 
the  HiS  localizer  S  course,  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  RR 
SW  course;  2  miles  either  side  of  the  IL8 
localizer  N  course  northerly  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  RR 
NW  course;  and  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
CincinnaU  VORTAC  223*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  southwesterly  10  miles  to  the 
VORTAC.  The  proposed  alterations 
would  eliminate  the  N  and  S  ILS  local¬ 
izer  course  extensions  and  shorten  the 
southwestern  extension.  The  proposed 
700-  and  1,200-foot  Cincinnati  transi¬ 
tion  areas  would  protect  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  and  departure  procedures  as  well 
as  holding  patterns  and  radar  vectoring 
procedures  in  the  area. 

Hamilton  Airport  has  recently  received 
instrument  procedure  authorization. 
The  proposed  700-foot  transition  area 
would  protect  aircraft  making  an  instru¬ 
ment  approach  down  to  700  feet  above 
ground  level  and  departure  aircraft 
climbing  to  1,200  feet  from  700  feet 
above  ground  level. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  mini¬ 
mum  Instrument  flight  rule  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  (Hiief,  Airspace  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency.  F^eral  Build- 


Wednesday,  February  3,  1965 

ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  11430. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  Tiews,  as  they  may  de¬ 
sire.  Commimication  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director.  East¬ 
ern  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Federal 
Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  11430.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Reckter  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  cfflclals  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch,  Eastern 
Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be 
available  for  examination  at  the  Office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency.  Federal  Building,  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  Jsunaica, 
N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of 
terminal  airspace  requirements  in  the 
Cincinnati.  Ohio,  terminal  complex  of  the 
Greater  Cincinnati,  Cincinnati  Munici¬ 
pal  Airports  and  terminal  areas  of  Ham¬ 
ilton  and  Hook  Field  Airports  including 
studies  attendant  to  the  implementation 
of  the  provisions  of  CAR  Admendments 
60-21  and  60-29  (26  F.R.  570,  27  FJl. 
4012)  proposes  the  airspace  actions 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  descriptions  of  the  Covington, 
Ky.,  control  zone  (29  FJt.  1113)  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  “Within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  center  of  Greater  Cincin¬ 
nati  Airport  39"02'56"  N..  84'39'53''  W. 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Cin¬ 
cinnati.  Ohio,  VORTAC  223*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  southwestward  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  for  5  miles. 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  transition 
area  described  as  follows: 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  11.5-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  of  Greater  Cincinnati 
Airport,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  39*02'56''  N.,  84*- 
89’53"  W.  and  within  S  miles  W,  and  8  miles 
E  of  the  Greater  Cincinnati  S  localizer  course 
extending  from  the  ll.S-mlle  radius  area  to 
12  miles  S  of  R/W  36  OM.  Within  8  miles  W 
and  12  miles  E  of  the  Greater  Cincinnati  Air¬ 
port  N  localizer  course  extending  from  the 
ll.S-mlle  radius  area  to  14  miles  N  of  R/W 
18  OM,  and  further  within  an  8-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  of  Cincinnati  Munlclpal-Lunken 
Airport.  39*06'00"  N..  84*25'15”  W.  and 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Cincinnati 
RR  northeast  course  extending  northeasterly 
from  the  8-mlle  radius  area  for  7  miles. 
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That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  beginning  at  a  point 
88*26'00”  N„  85*15'00”  W.  to  39*12‘00”  N, 
85*30'00”  W.  to  39*40'00”  N..  84*25'00"  W. 
to  39*19'00"  N..  84’00'00''  W.  to  38*30'00'' 
N..  83*59'00'*  W.  to  38*20'00''  N.,  84*30'00'' 
W.  to  the  polQt  of  beginning. 

3.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  Middletown.  Ohio  transition 
area  described  as  follows: 

Middletown,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  frcxn 
700  feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  of  39*32'00''  N.,  84*- 
23'30”  W.  of  Hook  Field  Municipal  Airport 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  a  232*  bear¬ 
ing  from  Middletown,  Ohio  RBN  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  RBN. 

4.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  Hamilton.  Ohio  transition  area 
described  as  follows: 

Hamilton,  Ohio 

Tliat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  the  center  of  39*21*58”  N.,  84*31*30"  W. 
of  Hamilton  Airport,  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  a  279*  bearing  from  the  HamUton 
RBN  extending  from  the  7-mile  radius  area 
to  8  miles  W  of  the  RBN  excluding  the  por¬ 
tions  within  the  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Middletown,  Ohio  *rransltlon  Areas. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica.  N.Y.  on  January  20, 
1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 

Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

(PR.  Doc.  65-1119;  PUed,  Peb.  2.  1965; 

,  8:46  am.] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-571 

CONTROL  ZONES,  TRANSITION 
AREAS,  AND  CONTROL  AREA  EX¬ 
TENSIONS 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation, 
and  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  Is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  §§  71.165,  71.171 
and  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations.  These  proposals  would 
revoke  the  Toledo,  Ohio  Control  Area 
Extension;  designate  a  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  over  Toledo  Express  Airport, 
Toledo,  Ohio,  Progress  Field,  Fremont, 
Ohio,  Bryan-Deflance  Memorial  Airport, 
Defiance.  Ohio  and  a  part  time  700-foot 
transition  area  over  Toledo  Municipal 
Airport,  Toledo,  Ohio  and  University  Air¬ 
port,  Bowling  Green.  Ohio;  designate  a 
1200-foot  transition  area  for  the  Toledo, 
Ohio  terminal  complex  and  alter  the 
Toledo.  Ohio  control  zone. 

The  terminal  complex’s  controlled  air¬ 
space  is  presently  comprised  of  the  east¬ 
ern  portion  of  the  Goshen,  Ind.  Control 
Area  Ebctension  (29  F.R.  1082)  and  the 
Toledo.  Ohio  Control  Area  Extension  (29 
F.R.  1099)  which  generally  overlies 
Bryan-Dehance  Memorial,  Toledo  Ex¬ 
press,  and  Toledo  Municipal  Airports. 
The  Toledo,  Ohio  control  zone  (29  F.R. 
1155)  lies  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  To- 
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ledo  Express  Airport  and  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  airport  ILS  localizer  SW 
course  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  for  10  miles  SW  of  the  OM. 

The  Toledo,  Ohio  control  zone  will  be 
altered  to  delete  8.5  miles  from  the  SW 
extension  but  add  a  3 -mile  extension 
based  on  the  NE  course  of  the  airport 
TTJ=(  localizer  and  a  1-mlle  extenkon 
based  on  the  318*  radial  of  the  Water- 
ville  VOR.  Progress  Field  and  Bryan- 
Deflance  Airports  have  recently  received 
authorization  for  instrument  approach 
procedures.  The  700-foot  transition 
areas  will  protect  departure  aircraft 
climbing  to  1200  feet  from  700  feet  above 
the  ground  level  and  will  provide  protec¬ 
tion  down  to  700  feet  above  ground  level. 
The  1200-foot  transition  area  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  700-foot  area  will  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  holding,  arrival  and  departure 
procedures  in  the  Toledo  terminal  com¬ 
plex.  The  added  extensions  to  the  To¬ 
ledo  control  zone  will  provide  protection 
to  aircraft  executing  the  AIj-184-ILS- 
Rwy-25,  JAlr-184-TACAN  and  Rimway 
25  radar  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedures. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  mln- 
Imiim  instrument  flight  rules  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch. 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
data  or  views  as  they  may  desire.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  submitted  in  trip¬ 
licate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region. 
Attn;  Chief.  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency.  Federal  Building,  John 
P.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  Informal  conferences  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Cfliief,  Airspace 
Branch.  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel.  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  pounsel.  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Federal  Building.  John  P.  Kennedy  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica.  N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  requirements  for  the 
Toledo.  Ohio  complex  and  Bryan-Defi- 
anoe  and  Progress  Field  Airports  includ¬ 
ing  studies  attendant  to  the  implementa- 
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tion  of  the  provisions  of  CAR  Amend¬ 
ments  60-21  and  60-29  (26  Fit.  570.  27 
F.R.  4012)  proposes  the  airspace  action 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  §  71.165  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  Toledo,  Ohio  Control  Area  Extension. 

2.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  RegiQations  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  Toledo,  Ohio  Con¬ 
trol  Zone  and  substituting  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  as  follows: 

Toledo.  Ohio 

Within  a  5-mUe  radius  ol  the  center  of 
Toledo  Express  Airport.  Toledo.  Ohio  41<>35'- 
15”  N.,  83*48'23”  W.;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  airport  ILS  localizer  SW  course 
extending  from  the  6-mile  radius  zone  to 
OM;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  airport 
ILS  localizer  NE  course  extending  NE  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  for  7.5  mUes  from  the 
localizer  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
WatervUle  VOR  318o  radial  extending  from 
the  5-mUe  radius  zone  to  7  miles  northwest 
of  the  VOR. 

3.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  700-  and  1200-foot  Toledo,  Ohio 
transition  area  described  as  follows: 

Toledo.  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  of  the  Toledo  Express  Airport. 
Toledo.  Ohio  41«>35'15”  N.,  83»48'23”  W.; 
within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the  WatervUle 
VOR  318*  radial  extending  from  the  7-mlle 
radius  area  to  the  VOR;  within  5  miles  north 
and  8  miles  south  of  the  airport  ILS  localizer 
SW  course  extending  SW  from  the  OM  for 
12  mUes;  within  2  mUes  north  and  3  mUes 
south  of  the  airport  ILS  localizer  NE  course 
extending  NE  from  the  7-mUe  radius  area 
for  9  mUes  from  the  localizer. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1200 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at:  41®44'00”  N.,  84®28'00”  W.  to 
41®41'00”  N.,  84*16'00”  W.  to  41«45'05”  N., 
84*11'46”  W.  to  41*46'30”  N.,  83*19'46”  W.  to 
41*50'39”  N..  83®08'47”  W.  to  41<»35'41''  N., 
82®54'24”  W.  to  41»30'00”  N.,  82®52'00''  W. 
then  counterclockwise  along  an  arc  with  a 
radius  of  12  miles  fr<»n  Oriffing-Sandusky 
Airport  (41*26'00”  N.,  82*39'00”  W.)  to 
41»18’30”  N.,  82»49'30”  W.  to  4lol4'00”  N., 
82*57’00”  W.,  41*11'00”  N.,  83*19'00”  W.  to 
41®18’00”  N.,  84*07'00”  W.  to  4lo00’00''  N.. 
84*02'16”  W.  to  41®00'00"  N.,  84®40'00”  W.  to 
41*21'00”  N.,  84*40  00”  W.  to  41*32'00”  N.. 
84®31'00”  W.  to  point  of  beginning. 

4.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  part  time  WatervUle,  Ohio  700- 
foot  transition  area  described  as  follows: 

Watebville.  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  of  Toledo  Municipal  Airport, 
Toledo.  Ohio  41*33'60”  N.,  83*28'50”  W.; 
within  a  4-mUe  radius  of  the  center  of  Uni¬ 
versity  Airport,  Bowling  Oreen,  Ohio  41*23'- 
17”  N.,  83*38'02”  W.;  within  2  mUes  each 
side  of  the  WatervUle  VOR  047*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  the  5-mUe  radius  area  to  the  VOR; 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  WatervUle 
VOR  356*  radial  extending  frcnn  the  4-mUe 
radius  area  to  the  VOR,  excluding  that  area 
that  coincides  with  the  Toledo,  Ohio  transi¬ 
tion  area.  The  transition  area  shall  be  in 
effect  from  sunrise  to  sunset. 

5.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  Fremont,  Ohio  7()0-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  described  as  follows: 


Fremont,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  4-mUe  radius 
of  the  center  of  Progress  Field,  Fremont,  Ohio 
41*19'69”  N..  83*09'46”  W.  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Fremont  radio  beacon 
198*  bearing  extending  from  the  4-mUe  ra¬ 
dius  area  fm*  4  miles. 

6.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  Definance.  Ohio  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  described  as  follows: 

Defiance,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  4-mUe  radius 
of  the  center  of  Bryan -Defiance  Memorial 
Airport,  Defiance,  Ohio  41*20'30”  N.,  84*25' 
30”  W.  and  vrlthln  2  mUes  each  side  of  the 
Defiance  RBN  299*  bearing  extending  NW 
from  the  4-mile  radius  area  for  4  mUes. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  F^eral  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January 
20,  1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 

Acting  Director. 

Eastern  Region. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-1120;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-59] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  §§  71.171  and 
71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  which  would  alter  the 
London,  Ky.,  control  zone  (29  FJi.  1131) 
and  designate  a  700-foot  transition  area 
over  the  London  Airport.  London,  Ky., 
and  a  1200-foot  transition  area  for  the 
London,  Ky.,  terminal  area. 

The  controlled  airspace  in  the  terminal 
area  is  comprised  of  the  London,  Ky., 
control  zone  which  is  described  as  being 
within  a  3-mile  radius  of  London  Airport 
with  an  extension  to  the  SW  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  London  VORTAC  027*- 
207°  radial  for  10  miles  from  the  VOR¬ 
TAC.  The  control  zone  will  be  altered 
so  as  to  increase  the  radius  zone  from  3 
to  5  miles  but  reduce  the  extension  by 
about  4  miles. 

The  700-  and  1200-foot  transition 
areas  would  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  prescribed  holding,  ar¬ 
rival  and  departure  procedures  in  the 
London  terminal  area. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  mini¬ 
mum  instrument  flight  rules  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  F^eral  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.T. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director.  Eastern  Re¬ 


gion,  ATTN :  Chief,  Air  TrafiBc  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Branch.  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washing, 
ton,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Federal  Building,  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of 
airspace  requirements  in  the  London, 
Ky.  terminal  area  attendant  to  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21  and  60-29  (26  F.R. 
570,  27  PJl.  4012)  proposes  the  airspace 
actions  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  S  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  London,  Ky.  con¬ 
trol  zone  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  center 
37*06'20”  N.,  84*04'27''  W.  of  London  Air¬ 
port,  London,  Ky.  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  London  VOR  206*  radial  extend¬ 
ing  SW  from  the  6-mile  radius  zone  for 
5  miles. 

2.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  700-  and  1,200-foot  London,  Ky. 
transition  area  described  as  follows: 

London,  Kt. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-inile 
radius  of  the  center  37*06'20''  N.,  84*04'27'' 
W.  of  London  Airport,  London,  Ky.  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  London  VOR 
205*  radial  extending  from  the  8-mlle  radius 
area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1200 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  36*50'00''  N..  84*18'00''  W.  to 
37*13'00”  N.,  84*18'00”  W.  to  37*13'00”  N.. 
83*52'00''  W.  to  36*50'00''  N.,  83*62'00''  W. 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stot.  749;  49  n.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  20, 1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-1121;  FUed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 
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Wednesday,  February  3,  1965 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-64] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  §§  71.171  and  71.181 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  which  would  alter  the  Roanoke, 
Va.,  control  zone  (29  F.R.  1147),  desig¬ 
nate  a  700-foot  transition  area  over 
Roanoke  Municipal  (Woodrum)  Air¬ 
port,  Roanoke,  Va.;  Ingalls  Field,  Hot 
Springs,  Va.;  and  Greenbrier  Airport, 
White  Sulphur  Springs,  W.  Va.;  desig¬ 
nate  a  1,200-foot  Roanoke,  Va.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

The  controlled  airspace  in  the  termi¬ 
nal  areas  of  the  aforementioned  air¬ 
ports  is  presently  comprised  of  the 
Roanoke,  Va.,  control  zone  which  is 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Woodrum  Field 
(Roanoke  Municipal  Airport) ,  the 
Lynchburg,  Va.,  control  area  extension 
(29  F.R.  1087),  northern  half  of  the 
Roanoke  control  area  extension  (29  F.R. 
1095)  and  southern  portion  of  the 
White  Sulphur  Springs  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (29  F.R.  1100). 

The  alteration  to  the  Roanoke,  Va., 
control  zone  would  provide  generally  a 
3-miIe  SE  and  2-mile  SSE  and  2-mile 
SW  extension  to  the  control  zone.  The 
extension  to  the  SW  provides  protection 
for  aircraft  departing  via  the  Woodrum 
VOR  246“  radial.  The  extension  to  the 
SSE  provides  protection  for  aircraft  ex¬ 
ecuting  the  ALi-349-VOR-Radial  170 
instrument  approach  procediu'es  and  the 
extension  to  the  SE  provides  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  the  AIi-349-VOR- 
Radial-126/ADF-l  instrument  approach 
procedures,  radar  arrival  procedures  to 
Runway  33  and  departure  procedures  via 
the  Woodnun  126“  MR. 

The  700-foot  transition  areas  over 
Ingalls  Field,  Greenbrier  and  Roanoke 
Municipal  (Woodrum)  Airports  will  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  arriving  aircraft 
down  to  700  feet  above  ground  and  de¬ 
parting  aircraft  from  700  to  1,200  feet 
above  ground.  The  combined  700-  and 
1,200-foot  transition  areas  will  provide 
protection  for  aircraft  executing  pre¬ 
scribed  holding,  arrival,  departure  and 
radar  vectoring  procedures  in  the  termi¬ 
nal  areas  of  the  aforementioned  airports. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Speciflc  details  of  the  changes  to  mini¬ 
mum  instnunent  flight  rules  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  de¬ 
sire.  Communications  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director,  East¬ 
ern  Region,  ATTN:  Chief,  Air  TrafiBc 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  45  days  after 
No.  22 - 4 


publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch, 
Eastern  Region. 

Any  data,  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  ofQcial  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  OfiBce  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  the  OfBce  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Federal  Building,  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of 
airspace  requirements  for  the  Roanoke, 
Va.,  terminal  proposes  the  following  air¬ 
space  actions: 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  Roanoke,  Va.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

Roanoke,  Va. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  center 
37“19'30"  N.,  79“68’35''  W.,  of  Roanoke  Mu¬ 
nicipal  (Woodnun)  Airport,  Roanoke,  Va.; 
within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the  Woodrum 
VOR  122’  radial  extending  SE  from  the  5- 
mlle  radius  zone  for  3  miles;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Woodrum  VOR  166*  radial 
extending  SSE  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone 
for  2  miles;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Woodrum  VOR  246*  radial  extending  SW 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  2  miles. 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700-foot  and  1,200-foot  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.,  transition  area  described  as 
follows: 

Roanoke,  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  siu^ace  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  37*19'30"  N.,  79’58'35"  W.,  of 
Roanoke  Municipal  (Woodrum)  Airport; 
within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the  Woodrum 
VOR  166*  radial  extending  from  the  7-mlle 
radius  area  to  the  Red  Hill  Fan  Marker; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Woodrum 
VOR  246*  radial  extending  from  the  7-mlle 
radius  area  for  15.5  miles  SW  of  the  VOR; 
within  5  miles  SW  and  8  miles  NE  of  the 
Woodrum  VOR  122*  radial  extending  SE  from 
the  7-mlle  radius  for  20  miles  from  the  VOR. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  38*14’00"  N.,  80*35'00''  W., 
to  38*20  00"  N.,  80*15'00"  W.,  to  38*10'00" 
N.,  79’30'00"  W.,  to  87*00'00"  N.,  79°30'00" 
W.,  to  37*00'00"  N.,  80*25'20"  W.,  thence  via 
a  15  NM  arc  centered  at  Pulaski  VOR  (37* 
05’15"  N.,  80*42'47"  W.)  to  37*20'00"  N., 
80*49'00"  W.,  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

3.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700-foot  White  Sulphur 
Springs,  W.  Va.  transition  area  described 
as  follows: 


White  Sulphub  Springs,  W.  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  11-mile 
radius  of  the  center  87*47'00"  N.,  80*20'00" 
W.,  of  Greenbrier  AlrpOTt,  White  Sulphur 
Springs,  W.  Va.;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  White  Sulphur  Springs  VOR  043*  radial 
extending  from  the  11-mUe  radius  area  to 
15.5  miles  NE  of  the  VOR;  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  White  Sulphur  Springs  VOR 
154*  radial  extending  from  the  11-mlle  radius 
area  to  12.5  miles  SE  of  the  VOR.  lliis 
transition  area  shall  be  in  effect  from  sunrise 
to  sunset. 

4.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700-foot  Hot  Springs,  Va., 
transition  area  described  as  follows; 

Hot  Springs,  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  37’57'00"  N.,  79*49'00”  W.,  of 
Ingalls  Field,  Hot  Springs,  Va.,  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Hot  Springs  RBN 
056*  bearing  extending  from  the  6-mile  ra¬ 
dius  area  to  8  miles  NE  of  the  RBN. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January 
21, 1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-1122;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-65] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  |§  71.171  and 
71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  which  would  alter  the 
Limchburg,  Va.,  control  zone  (29  FJR. 
1132)  and  designate  a  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  over  the  Lynchburg-Preston 
Glenn  Airport,  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  a 
Lsmchburg,  Va.,  1,200 -foot  transition 
area. 

The  controlled  airspace  in  the  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va.,  terminal  area  is  comprised  of 
the  Lynchburg,  Va.,  Control  Area  Exten¬ 
sion  (29  FJl.  1087)  and  control  zone. 
The  control  zone  is  comprised  of  the  area 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Lynchburg- 
Preston  Glenn  Airport  with  an  extension 
to  tire  SW  on  the  Lynchbui^  VORTAC 
021“  and  201“  radial  extending  SW  from 
the  5-mlle  radius  area  for  10  miles  from 
the  VORTAC.  The  alteration  of  the 
control  zone  would  delete  the  10-mile  ex¬ 
tension  in  favor  of  a  1-mile  extension 
predicated  on  the  SW  course  of  the  air¬ 
port  TTJS  localizer.  Hie  700-  and  1,200- 
foot  transition  areas  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
holding,  arrival  and  departure  proce¬ 
dures  in  the  Lohichburg  terminal  area. 
The  1,200-foot  transition  area  would  also 
lift  the  floor  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
controlled  airspace  from  700  feet  to  1,200 
feet. 

Hie  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
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would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimum  flight  rules  alti¬ 
tudes  that  would  be  required  may  be 
examined  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Fedekal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Alrspsu;e  Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data,  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Federal  Building,  John  F.  Elen- 
nedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  requirements  for 
Lynchburg,  Va.,  attendant  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21  and  60-29  (26  FH. 
570,  27  FJl.  4012)  presses  the  airspace 
action  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  S  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  Lsmchburg,  Va., 
control  zone  and  substituting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

Within  a  5-iniIe  radius  of  the  center  37*- 
19'40"  N.,  79*12'05"  W.,  of  Lynchburg- 
Preston  Olenn  Airport,  Lynchburg,  Va.,  ex¬ 
cluding  the  airspace  wltiiin  1-mile  radiiis  of 
the  center  37*2a'00"  N.,  79*07'{)0"  W.,  of 
FalweU  Airport.  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  ILS  localizer  SW 
course  extending  SW  from  the  S-mile  radius 
zone  for  1  mile. 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  Lynchburg.  Va.,  700-  and  1,200- 
foot  transition  area  described  as  follows: 

Ltnchbubg,  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  87*19'40"  N.,  79*12'06" 
W.,  of  Lynebburg-Preston  Olenn  Airport, 
Lynchburg.  Va.;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  airport  ILS  localizer  SW  co\irse  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  8-mUe  radl\is  area  to  the  Eving- 
ton  RBN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Lynchburg  VfHtTAC  201*  radial  extending 


from  the  8-mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  SW  of 
the  VORTAC,  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Lynchburg  VORTAC  076*  radial  extending 
from  the  8-mUe  radius  area  to  11  miles  B  of 
the  VORTAC. 

niat  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  hounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  37*40'00''  N.,  79*30'00''  W.  to 
37*40'00''  N,  78*14'30''  W..  to  37*00'00''  N, 
78*38'00"  W.,  to  37*00’00"  N..  79*30'00'’  W., 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49 
U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January 
21, 1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-1123;  Piled,  Peb.  2.  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-62] 

TRANSITION  AREAS 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  S  71.181  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  which  would  designate  a  700-foot 
transition  area  over  New  River  Valley 
Airport.  Dublin,  Va.,  and  a  1,200-foot 
transition  area  for  the  Dublin.  Va.,  ter¬ 
minal  area. 

The  controlled  airspace  in  the  Dublin 
terminal  area  is  presently  comprised  of 
a  portion  of  the  Roanoke,  Va.,  Control 
Area  Extension  (29  FJl.  1095). 

The  New  River  Valley  Airport  has  au¬ 
thorization  for  an  instrument  approach 
procedure.  The  700-  and  1,200-foot  tran¬ 
sition  areas  would  protect  aircraft  exe¬ 
cuting  prescribed  holding,  arrival  and 
departure  procedures  in  the  Dublin  ter¬ 
minal  area. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  ATTN:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica.  N.Y.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Branch.  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data,  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW..  Washing¬ 


ton,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Federal  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  requirements  of  Dub¬ 
lin,  Va.,  attendantto  the  implementation 
of  the  provisions  of  CAR  Amendments 
60-21  and  60-29  (26  F.R.  570.  27  Fit. 
4012)  proposes  the  airspace  action  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  designating 
a  Dublin,  Va.,  700-  and  1,200-foot  tran¬ 
sition  area  described  as  follows: 

Dxtblin,  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  37°08'30''  N.,  80*41'00"  W.,  of 
New  River  Valley  Airport,  Dublin,  Va.;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Pulaski  VOR  208* 
radial  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius  area 
to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  a  line  bearing  245*  from  latitude 
37*06'00''  N,  longitude  80*44'30"  W.,  ex¬ 
tending  from  6-mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles 
SW  of  37*06'00''  N.,  80*44'30"  W. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  37*10'00''  N..  80*67'00"  W.,  to 
37*10'00''  N..  80*61'30"  W..  to  37*20'00'’  N., 
80*49'00"  W.,  thence  clockwise  along  a  15- 
mile  arc  centered  on  the  Pulaski  VOR  (37°- 
05'16''  N..  80*42'43"  W.)  to  37*00'00"  N., 
80°25'20"  W..  to  36*46'40''  N.,  80*07’40’'  W., 
to  36*36’20"  N.,  80*06'30''  W.,  to  36*30  00" 
N..  80°57'00"  W.,  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January  21, 
1965. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[FJt.  Doe.  65-1125;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  71,  73  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-67] 

RESTRICTED  AREA  AND  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  sunendments  to  Parts  71  and  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  a  restricted  area  near 
Camp  W.  G.  Williams.  Utah,  and  alter 
the  descriptions  of  the  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  control  area  extension  and  the 
proposed  Provo,  Utah,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Western  Region,  Attention; 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division.  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester  Ave¬ 
nue,  Post  Office  Box  90007,  Airport 
Station.  Los  Angeles,  Calif..  90009.  All 
communications  received  within  45  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
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this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
ot  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
fTamination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  Informal 
d^ket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  Utah  Army  National  Guard  has 
conducted  artillery  firing  in  the  Camp 
Williams  area  under  the  controlled  firing 
concept  since  1948.  The  advisability  of 
continuing  this  activity  at  Camp  Wil¬ 
liams,  in  view  of  increasing  aeronautical 
activity  in  the  Salt  Lake  City-Provo  area 
has  been  discussed  with  Army  and  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  representatives  for  the  past 
several  years.  The  National  Guard  has 
attempted  to  find  another  area  for  their 
summer  encampments  and  artillery  fir¬ 
ing,  but  without  success.  The  PAA  re¬ 
cently  completed  a  study  of  the  problem 
and  believes  that  more  effective  and 
safer  utilization  of  the  airspace  can  be 
achieved  through  designation  of  re¬ 
stricted  airspace  without  imposing  unac¬ 
ceptable  burdens  on  either  the  National 
Guard  or  aviation  interests. 

The  proposed  restricted  area  is  4  nau¬ 
tical  miles  south  of  the  Riverton,  Utah, 
Fan  Marker  and  west  of  an  area  in  Utah 
referred  to  as  Jordan  Narrows.  Jordan 
Narrows  is  a  natural  VPR  fiyway  for  air¬ 
craft  en  route  to  and  from  Salt  Lake  City 
and  points  south.  A  segment  of  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  21,  with  a  MEA  of 
9,800  feet  MSL,  is  designated  through 
the  Narrows  from  the  Provo  VOR  to  the 
Salt  Lake  City  VOR.  Designation  of  the 
firing  area  as  restricted  airspace  would 
provide  for  its  depiction  on  aeronautical 
charts.  Charting  would  increase  safety 
for  aircraft  operating  under  visual  fiight 
rules  since  the  landmarks  used  for  visual 
navigation  are  easily  discernible. 

The  principal  direction  for  instrument 
approaches  into  Salt  Lake  City  is  from 
the  south.  IFR  aircraft  en  route  to  Salt 
Lake  City  from  over  the  Provo  VOR  can 
be  provided  a  radar  fix  to  start  descent 
from  11,000  feet  at  the  northern  edge  of 
the  restricted  area,  or  can  be  given  radar 
vectors  to  avoid  the  restricted  area. 

The  Utah  Army  National  Guard  has 
agreed  to  conduct  live  artillery  firing 
only  for  the  2-week  summer  encampment 
scheduled  each  year  during  the  month  of 
June  in  the  Camp  Williams  area,  and 
has  agreed  to  contain  the  maximum 
ordinate  of  fire  within  10,000  feet  MSL. 

The  proposed  restricted  airspace  would 
not  be  used  continuously  for  artillery  fir¬ 
ing  during  the  2-week  training  period. 
During  periods  when  there  is  no  firing 
the  area  would  be  available  for  use  by 
air  traffic  under  the  terms  of  a  joint-use 


agreement.  Alterations  in  the  proposed 
Provo  transition  area  and  the  l^t  Lake 
City  control  area  extension  would  be 
necessary  to  accommodate  the  restricted 
area. 

In  view  of  the  above,  the  FAA  proposes 
to  designate  joint-use  restricted  airspace 
near  Camp  W.  G.  Williams,  Utah,  to  en¬ 
compass  hazardous  artillery  firing  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Utah  National  Guard 
durii^  their  annual  training  period  as 
follows: 

R-6412,  Camp  Williams,  Utah 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  latitude  40  °- 
27'30"  N.,  longitude  111*67'10"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  40*26'32''  N.,  longitude  111*56'46"  W.; 
to  latitude  40°23'30"  N.,  longitude  111*- 
66'46''  W.;  to  latitude  40*23'30"  N..  longl- 
tude  112*06'00''  W.;  to  latitude  40*27'30" 
N.,  longitude  112‘06'00’'  W.;  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000 
feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Maximum  2-week 
period  during  the  month  of  June  each  year 
with  specific  dates  to  be  published  by 
NOTAM. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  ^It  Lake  City  Tower. 

Using  agency.  The  Adjutant  General, 
State  of  Utah. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1965. 

H.  B.  Helstroh, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1124:  FUed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[49  CFR  Part  1701 

[Ex  Parte  No.  37  (Sub-No.  6)  ] 

HOUSTON,  TEX.,  COMMERCIAL 
ZONE 

Removal  of  Exemption 

January  29,  1965. 

Removal  of  the  exemption  applicable 
under  section  203(b)  (8)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  to  transportation  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle  between  points  in  the  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  commercial  zone;  heretofore 
defined  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-37  (Sub-No. 
6),  Commercial  Zone,  Houston,  Tex.;  92 
M.C.C.  325. 

Petitioners:  Central  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  Gulf.  Colorado,  and  Santa  Fe  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 


Company,  Missouri  Pacific  Truck  Lines, 
Inc.,  Santa  Fe  Trails  Transportation 
Company,  Southern  Pacific  Company, 
Southern  Pacific  Transport  Company; 
petitioners’  attorneys:  Phillip  Robinson, 
721  Brown  Building.  Austin,  Tex.,  78701, 
and  Cliarles  L.  Ford,  Commodore  Perry 
Building,  Austin,  Tex.,  78701. 

By  petition  filed  December  12,  1963,  as 
amended,  Central  Freight  lines,  Inc., 
and  six  other  motor  and  rail  carriers 
seek  revision  of  the  partial  exemption 
conditionally  provided  by  section  203(b) 
(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  as 
to  transportation  by  motor  vehicle  wholly 
within  the  commercial  zone  of  Houston, 
Tex.,  which  zone  was  last  defined  on 
March  5,  1963,  reported  at  92  M.C.C.  325 
(49  CFR  170.34) . 

The  proposed  redefinition  of  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  zone  reads  as  follows: 

The  zone  adjacent  to,  and  (xunmerclally 
a  part  of  Houston,  Tex.,  and  contiguous 
municipalities  in  which  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle.  •  •  •  will  be  partially  ex¬ 
empt,  *  *  *  is  hereby  defined  to  include  the 
area  which  would  result  by  application  of 
the  general  formula  promulgated  in  Com¬ 
mercial  Zones  and  Terminal  Areas,  46  M.C.C. 
665  (49  CFR  170.16)  except  points  in  Galves¬ 
ton  Ooimty,  Tex.,  south  of  Kemah,  Tex., 
south  of  Farm  Road  518,  and  south  of  Farm 
Road  528,  and  in  addition  thereto,  the  mu¬ 
nicipalities  of  Baytown,  La  Porte,  and  Lomax, 
Tex. 

The  effect  of  the  revision  would  be  to 
exclude  from  the  present  zone  certain 
points  in  Galveston  County,  Tex.,  which 
are  presently  within  the  Houston  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  and  to  make  transportation 
to  such  points  subject  to  all  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  including  the  filing  of  rates  and  the 
necessity  for  obtaining  operating  au¬ 
thority. 

No  oral  hearing  on  the  change  in  zone 
boundary  is  contemplated,  but  anyone 
wishing  to  make  representations  in  favor 
of,  or  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  re¬ 
moval  of  a  portion  of  the  partial  exemp¬ 
tion  may  do  so  by  the  submission  of 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments.  An 
original  and  six  copies  of  such  data, 
views,  and  ai^uments  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  March  8, 
1965. 

Notice  to  the  general  public  of  the 
action  taken  herein  shall  be  given  by  de¬ 
positing  a  copy  of  this  notice  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  for 
public  inspection  and  by  filing  a  copy 
thereof  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  division  1. 

[SEAL]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1145;  FUed,  Feb.  2.  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[TJ>.  56350] 

APPRAISEMENT 
Statement  of  Views 

JAMXTARY  25,  1965. 
Decision  in  C.A.D.  841  explained: 

In  the  case  United  States  v.  Acme  Steel 
Co.,  99  TX).  (No,  27)  91,  C.A.D.  841,  the 
United  States  Court  of  Customs  and 
Patent  Appeals  affirmed  the  decision  of 
the  United  States  Customs  Court  in 
United  States  v.  Acme  Steel  Co.,  A.R.D. 
152,  (1963)  50  Cust.  Ct.  529,  wherein  it 
was  held  that  the  entered  value  of  cer¬ 
tain  steel  strapping  shipped  from  Canada 
by  a  Canadian  subsidiary  of  the  U.S.  im¬ 
porter  represented  export  value  under 
section  402(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended.  The  merchandise  had  been 
appraised  on  the  basis  of  constructed 
value  which  included  certain  additions 
for  expense  of  advertising,  sales  pro¬ 
motion,  selling,  distribution,  entertain¬ 
ment,  tool  repair,  etc.,  because  of  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  appraiser  that  the  sales 
price,  which  included  none  of  the  fore¬ 
going  expenses,  did  not  fairly  reflect  the 
market  value. 

The  Bureau  of  Customs  has  received 
numerous  inquiries  as  to  the  effect  of 
this  decision  on  appraisement  practices. 
Therefore,  the  Bureau  has  concluded 
that  It  would  be  helpful  to  the  public  if 
It  published  a  statement  of  its  views  on 
this  matter. 

The  Acme  case  does  not  announce  any 
general  principle  concerning  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  provisions  of  section 
402(b)  not  heretofore  applied  by  the 
Bureau.  Sales  by  a  manufacturer  which 
are  restricted  to  a  related  company  have 
always  been  considered  eligible  as  estab¬ 
lishing  export  value  provided  they  satis- 
fled  the  requirements  of  section  402(f) 
(1)  (B) .  Export  value  in  the  Acme  case 
was  rejected  solely  on  the  basis  of  the 
appraiser’s  conclusion  that  the  sales 
price  did  not  fairly  reflect  the  market 
value. 

The  Appellate  Division  of  the  United 
States  Customs  Court  in  AJi.D.  152  held 
for  the  importer  on  the  basis  of  the 
weight  of  the  record  evidence  which,  in 
the  absence  of  any  evidence  introduced 
by  the  Government,  it  considered  suffi¬ 
cient  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case  for 
plaintiff  on  the  question  of  whether  the 
sales  prices  fairly  reflected  the  market 
value  of  the  merchandise.  'The  decision 
in  A.RD.  152  silso  rejected  the  trial 
court’s  finding  in  Acme  Steel  Co.  v. 
United  States,  Reap.  Dec.  10135,  (1962) 
48  Cust.  Ct.  497,  that  sales  in  the  home 
market  are  excluded  from  consideration 
in  determining  fair  market  value.  The 
Appellate  Court  in  C.A.D.  841  affirmed 
these  flndings. 

Accordingly,  C.AJD.  841  confirms  the 
general  principle  that  all  sales  in  the 
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ordinary  course  of  trade  both  domestic 
and  for  export  may  be  properly  con¬ 
sidered  in  ascertaining  whether  a  par¬ 
ticular  price  fairly  reflects  the  market 
value  of  a  commodity.  Tliis  conclusion 
is  not  impaired  by  the  fact  that  when 
there  is  a  readily  identifiable  export  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  statute,  selling 
and  similar  costs  in  the  country  of  ex¬ 
portation  are  immaterial  for  appraise¬ 
ment  purposes. 

Since  the  determination  of  fair  market 
value  itself  in  this  case  involved  an 
evaluation  of  the  weight  of  evidence,  no 
general  principle  as  to  what  costs  or  ex¬ 
penses  are  properly  excluded  in  export 
sales,  when  considering  the  question  of 
fair  market  value.  Is  established  by  this 
decision  and  appraising  officers  shall 
continue  to  be  guided  by  previous  in¬ 
structions  in  this  area. 

[seal]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Customs. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-1169;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.] 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

[Order  No.  100] 

ASSISTANT  COMMISSIONER  (PLAN¬ 
NING  AND  RESEARCH)  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Furnishing  Special  Statistical 
Studies,  Compilations,  Training, 
and  Training  Aids 

1.  The  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by  26  CFR 

301.7515- 1  is  hereby  redelegated  to  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  (Planning  and 
Research),  within  his  discretion,  upon 
written  request  of  any  person  and  pay¬ 
ment  by  such  person  of  the  cost  of  the 
work  to  be  performed,  to  make  or  au¬ 
thorize  to  be  made  special  statistical 
studies  and  compilations  involving  data 
from  returns,  declarations,  statements, 
or  other  documents  required  by  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  or  regulations  or 
from  records  established  or  maintained 
in  connection  with  the  administration 
and  enforcement  of  the  Code;  to  engage 
in  any  such  special  study  or  compilation 
jointly  with  the  party  or  parties  request¬ 
ing  it;  and  to  furnish  transcripts  of  any 
such  study  or  compilation. 

2.  The  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by  26  CFR 

301.7516- 1  is  hereby  redelegated  to  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  (Administra¬ 
tion)  ,  within  his  discretion,  upon  written 
request,  to  admit  employees  and  officials 
of  any  State,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  any  possession  of  the  United 
States,  any  political  subdivision  or  in¬ 
strumentality  of  any  of  the  foregoing  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  training 
courses  conducted  by  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Service,  and  to  authorize  that  they 
be  supplied  with  texts  and  other  training 


aids.  The  Assistant  Commissioner  (Ad¬ 
ministration)  may  require  payment  from 
the  party  or  parties  making  the  request 
of  a  reasonable  fee  not  to  exceed  the  cost 
of  the  training  and  training  aids  sup¬ 
plied  pursuant  to  such  request.  The 
same  authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the 
Director,  Foreign  Tax  Assistance  Staff, 
for  employees  and  officials  of  any  foreign 
government. 

Issued:  January  26,  1965. 

Effective:  January  26, 1965. 

[seal]  Bertrand  M.  Harding, 
Acting  Commissioner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1171;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Classification  No.  101] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small  Tract  Classification;  Amend¬ 
ment  and  Opening 

January  20,  1965. 

Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to  the 
State  Director  by  Bureau  Order  No.  701 
dated  July  23.  1964  (29  FH.  10526)  as 
redelegated,  paragraph  one  of  Federal 
Register  Document  48-10606,  appearing 
on  page  7453  of  the  issue  for  December  7, 
1948,  is  hereby  amended  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1965  to  include  and  open  the 
following  land  to  application  for  Business 
Lease: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

X  12  N  It  2  El 
Sec.  ro,NV4NE>ASEV4NWV4. 

Containing  5  acres. 

Hall  H.  McClain, 
Manager. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1136;  PUed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 

[Classification  No.  182] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small  Tract  Classification;  Amend¬ 
ment  and  Opening 

January  20,  1965. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to 
the  State  Director  by  Bureau  Order  No. 
701  dated  July  23,  1964  (29  F.R.  10526) 
as  redelegated,  paragraph  1  of  Classifi¬ 
cation  Order  No.  182,  is  hereby  amended, 
effective  April  15.  1965,  to  Include  and 
open  to  bid  the  following  described  land: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
2  N  R  4  El 

’sec.’32:  Wi4SW»^SW^^SE^^. 

Containing  5  acres. 

2.  Classification  of  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  lands  by  this  order  segregates 
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them  from  all  appropriations,  including 
location  under  the  mining  laws,  except 
as  to  application  xmder  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws. 

3.  The  subject  land  contains  a  part 
of  a  home  claimed  by  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Edgar  R.  Pish,  Post  OfBce  Box  89, 
Pioneer  Town,  Calif.  In  the  event  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Pish  are  not  the  successful 
bidders  for  this  tract,  they  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  a  reasonable  period  of  time  within 
which  to  negotiate  with  the  successful 
bidder  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  im¬ 
provements  thereon.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Pish 
have  the  right  to  remove  any  improve¬ 
ments  that  can  be  removed  without  sub¬ 
stantial  damage  to  the  land  or  to  sell 
them  to  the  successful  bidder. 

The  successful  bidder  will  be  required 
to  pay  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Pish  a  price  mutually 
agreed  upon  with  them  for  any  improve¬ 
ments  they  decide  to  leave  upon  the  land 
and  which  are  of  value  to  the  successful 
bidder.  Proof  of  such  agreement  and 
payment  must  be  filed  within  reasonable 
time  with  the  Manager,  Riverside  Dis¬ 
trict  and  Land  Office,  1414  Eighth  Street, 
Riverside,  Calif . 

Upon  a  showing  of  inability  to  agree, 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
determine  the  fair  and  reasonable  value 
of  the  improvements  left  upon  the  land 
for  which  compensation  must  be  paid. 
Failm-e  of  the  successful  bidder  within  a 
reasonable  time  to  file  proof  of  full  com¬ 
pensation  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Pish  as  herein 
provided,  will  lead  to  the  vacation  of 
the  sale  and  return  of  the  high  bid. 

4.  The  lands  are  located  about  11  miles 
from  Yucca  Valley,  San  Bernardino 
Coimty,  Calif.,  at  an  elevation  of  ap¬ 
proximately  5,200  feet. 

5.  The  tract  will  be  subject  to  all  valid 
existing  rights  and  a  right-of-way  along 
the  north  edge  33  feet  in  width  and  along 
the  south  edge  50  feet  in  width  for  pub¬ 
lic  road  and  utility  purposes. 

Hall  H.  McClain, 

Manager, 

Riverside  District  and  Land  Office. 

[PJR.  Doc.  66-1137;  Piled.  Feb.  2.  1966; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Classification  No.  619] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small  Tract  Classification;  Amend¬ 
ment  and  Opening 

January  20,  1965. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to 
the  State  Director  by  Bureau  Order  No. 
701  dated  July  23, 1964  (29  P.R.  10526)  as 
redelegated,  paragraph  1  of  Pederal  Reg¬ 
ister  Document  57-877  appearing  on  page 
741  of  the  issue  for  Pebruary  6,  1957,  is 
hereby  amended,  effective  Pebruary  15, 
1965,  to  Include  and  open  to  lease  appli¬ 
cation  the  following  described  land: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  13  S..  R.  9  E..  SBM. 

Sec.  21  N^^NE^^NW^^NW^^. 

Containing  5  acres. 

2.  Classification  of  the  above-described 
lands  by  this  order  segregates  them  from 
all  appropriations.  Including  location 


under  the  mining  laws,  except  as  to  ap¬ 
plication  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

3.  The  subject  land  contains  a  bam 
claimed  by  Dune  Dodgers,  Inc.,  4769 
Spring  Street.  La  Mesa,  Calif.  In  the 
event  Dune  Dodgers,  Inc.,  is  not  the  suc¬ 
cessful  lessee  for  this  tract,  it  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  a  reasonable  period  of  time  within 
which  to  negotiate  with  the  successful 
lessee  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  im¬ 
provements  thereon.  Dune  Dodgers, 
Inc.,  has  the  right  to  remove  any  im¬ 
provements  that  can  be  removed  without 
substantial  damage  to  the  land  or  to  sell 
them  to  the  successful  lessee. 

The  successful  lessee  will  be  required 
to  pay  Dune  Dodgers,  Inc.,  a  price  mu¬ 
tually  agreed  upon  with  it  for  any  im¬ 
provements  it  decides  to  leave  upon  the 
land  and  which  are  of  value  to  the  suc¬ 
cessful  lessee.  Proof  of  such  agreement 
and  payment  must  be  filed  within  rea¬ 
sonable  time  with  the  Manager,  Riverside 
District  and  Land  Office,  1414  Eighth 
Street,  Riverside,  Calif. 

Upon  a  showing  of  inability  to  agree, 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
determine  the  fair  and  reasonable  value 
of  the  improvements  left  upon  the  land 
for  which  compensation  must  be  paid. 
Failure  of  the  successful  lessee  within  a 
reasonable  time  to  file  proof  of  full 
compensation  to  Dune  Dodgers,  Inc.,  as 
herein  provided,  will  lead  to  the  vacation 
of  the  lease  and  return  of  the  advance 
rental. 

4.  The  lands  are  located  about  30  miles 
from  Westmoreland,  Imperial  County, 
Calif.,  at  an  elevation  of  approximately 
400  feet. 

Hall  H.  McClain, 
Manager. 

Riverside  District  and  Land  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1138;  Filed.  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:47  sjn.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CHIEF,  BRANCH  OF  CENTRAL 
SERVICES 

Delegation  of  Authority 

January  27,  1965. 

Section  1.  Delegation.  The  Chief, 
Branch  of  Central  Services,  Office  of 
Management  Operations,  is  authorized 
to  execute,  modify  or  terminate  procure¬ 
ment  contracts  for  supplies  or  services 
if  the  amount  in  any  one  case  does  not 
exceed  $25,000,  in  conformity  with  appli¬ 
cable  regulations  and  statutory  require¬ 
ments  and  subject  to  available  appropri¬ 
ations. 

Sec.  2.  Limitation.  This  authority 
may  not  be  redelegated. 

Sec.  3.  Effective  date.  This  delegation 
is  effective  January  27, 1965. 

(Subpax.  200  DM  3.2  (25  F.R.  325);  205  DM 
11.1  (26  F.R.  11748)  Delegations  of  Authority 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior) 

N.  O.  Wood,  Jr.. 

Director  of 

Management  Operations. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1139;  FUed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

(Report  No.  49] 

LIST  OF  FREE  WORLD  AND  POLISH 
FLAG  VESSELS  ARRIVING  IN  CUBA 
SINCE  JANUARY  1,  1963 

Section  1.  The  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion  is  making  available  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  Departments  the  following  list  of 
vessels  which  have  arrived  in  Cuba  since 
January  1,  1963,  based  on  information 
received  through  January  22,  1965,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  those  vessels  that  called  at 
Cuba  on  United  States  Government- 
approved  noncommercial  voyages  and 
those  listed  in  section  2.  Pursuant  to 
established  United  States  Government 
policy,  the  listed  vessels  are  ineligible  to 
carry  United  States  Government- 
financed  cargoes  from  the  United  States. 

Flag  of  Registry  and  Name  op  Ship 

Gross 

tonnage 

Total  all  fiags  (236  ships) ..  1, 608, 056 


British  (74  ships) . - .  547,816 


*  *  Amalia  (now  Maltese  flag) _  7, 189 

Amazon  River _  7,234 

Antarctica _  8, 785 

Ardenode  _  7, 036 

Ardgem  _  6,981 

Ardmore  _  4, 664 

Ardpatrick  _  7, 054 

Ardrowan  _  7, 300 

Ardsirod  _  7,025 

•♦Arlington  Court  (now  South- 

gate — ^British  fiag) . 

Athelcrown  (Tanker) _  11,149 

Athelduke  (Tanker) _  9,089 

Athelmere  (Tanker) _  7, 524 

Athelmonarch  (Tanker) _  11,182 

Athelsultan  (Tanker) _  9,149 

Avlsfalth  _ _ _  7,  868 

Baxtergate  _  8, 813 

Canuk  Trader _  7, 151 

••Chipbee  (now  Stanwood — ^Libe¬ 
rian  fiag) _  7,271 

••Cosmo  Trader  (trip  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name.  Ivy  Fair — ^Brit¬ 
ish  fiag) . 

Dairen _  4,939 

East  Breeze _  8,  708 

Eastfortune _  8, 789 

Elrini _ _ _  7. 402 

•Formentor  _  8, 424 

Free  Enterprise _  6, 807 

Free  Merchant _  5, 237 

••Garthdale  (now  Jeb  Lee — ^Brit¬ 
ish  flag) . 7,542 

Grosvenor  Mariner _  7,026 

Hazelmoor  _  7, 907 

Helka . .  2,111 

Hemisphere  _  8,718 

Ho  Fung . . .  7, 121 

Inchstaffa _  5,255 

••Ivy  Fair  (now  Cosmo  Trader — 

BrltUh  flag). _ _  7,201 

••Jeb  Lee  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Garthdale — British  flag) . 

Kinross  _  5,388 

•  •Kirrlemoor  (now  Jhelum — Paki¬ 

stani  flag) _  5,923 

La  Hortensla _  9, 486 

Linkmoor  _  8, 236 


•Added  to  Report  No.  48,  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  January  15,  1965. 

••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  In  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 
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Flag  of  Registet,  Naue  of  Ship — Continued  Flag  of  Reguttrt,  Name  of  Ship — Continued 


Gross 

British — Continued  tonnage 

Maratha  Enterprise _  7, 166 

Nancy  Dee _  6, 597 

Newdene _  7, 181 

Newforest _  7, 185 

Newgate _  6,  743 

Newglade  _  7, 368 

Newgrove _  7. 172 

Newheath _  5,  891 

Newhlll  _ _ _ _  7. 855 

Newlane _  7, 043 

Newmeadow _  5,654 

•Newmoat  _  7, 151 

Oceantramp _  6, 185 

Oceantravel _  10, 477 

Peony _  9, 037 

Bedbrook _  7, 388 

Ruthy  Ann _  7, 361 

*  *St.  Antonio  (now  Maltese  flag)  _  6, 704 

Sandsend  _  7, 236 

Santa  Granda _  7,229 

Sea  Coral _  10,421 

Sea  Empress _  10, 074 

Shienfoon _  7, 127 

Shun  Fung _  7, 148 

Soclyve  _  7,291 

**Southgate  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba  under  ex-name,  Arlington 

Court — British  flag) _  9,662 

Stanwear _  8, 108 

Suva  Breeze _  4, 970 

Swift  River _  7, 251 

*  *Thames  Breeae _  7, 878 


Gross 

Lebanese— Continued  tonnage 

Olga - 7,199 

Panagos _  7, 133 

Parmarina  _  6, 721 

**Razanl  (broken  up) _  7,253 

Rio - - - - -  7, 194 

St.  Anthony _  5,  349 

St.  Nicolas _  7, 165 

San  George _  7, 267 

San  John _  5, 172 

San  Spyridon _  7. 260 

Stevo  _ 7,066 

Taxiarhls  _  7,349 

Tertrlc _ 7,045 

Theodoros  Lemos _  7, 198 

Tbeologos _  6,  529 

Toula _  4,  561 

Troyan  _  7, 243 

Vasslllki  _  7,  192 

Vastric _  6, 453 

Vergollvada  _  6,339 

Yanxllas  _  10,051 


Greek  (40  ships) _  287,898 


Agios  Tberapon _ _ _  5, 617 

Akastos  _  7, 331 

Alice _  7, 189 

**Ambassade  (sold  Hong  Kong 

shipbreakers) _  8, 600 

Americana _  7, 104 

Anacreon _  7, 359 

Anatoli _  7, 178 


**Tlml06  Stavros  (now  Maltese 


flag — Previous  trips  to  Cuba 

imder  Greek  flag) _  5,269 

Venice  _  8,611 

Vercharmlan  _  7, 265 

Vergmont _  7, 381 

West  Breeze _  8,  718 

Tungfutary _  5,  388 

Yunglutaton  _  5,414 

Zela  M_. _ _ _  7,237 


Lebanese  (57  ships) _ 381,410 


Agla  Sophia -  3, 106 

Alolos  II . . . .  7,  256 

Ais  Giannis _  6,  997 

Akamas _  7, 285 

A1  Amin _  7, 186 

Alaska  _  6, 989 

Anthas . . . .  7, 044 

Antonis _  6, 259 

Ares  _ _  '4,  557 

Aretl _ _ —  7, 176 

Aristefs _  6, 995 

Astir _ _  5,  324 

Athamas _  4, 729 

Carnation _  4, 884 

**Christos  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Pamlt — Greek  flag) . 

Claire _ _ _  5,411 

Crls  _ _ _  6, 032 

Dimes  . . . .  7, 187 

Free  Trader _  7, 067 

Glorgos  Tsakiroglou _  7, 240 

Granikos _  7,282 

Ilena  _  5, 925 

loannls  Aspiotis _  7,297 

Kalliopl  D.  Lemos _  5, 103 

Katerina _  9, 357 

Leftrlc _ _ 7,176 

Malou  _  7, 145 

Mantric _  7, 255 

Marla  Renee _  7,203 

Marlchrlstlna _  7, 124 

Marymark _  4,383 

Merslnldi  . . .  6, 782 

Mimosa  _ _  7, 314 

Mousse _  6, 984 

Nictric _ _  7, 296 

Noelle _ _ _ _ _  7,  251 

Noeml  _  7, 070 


**Andromachl  (previous  trips  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Pe¬ 
nelope — Greek  flag) _  6,712 

Antonia _  5, 171 

Apollon _  9, 744 

Armathia  _  7,091 

Athanasslos  K _  7, 216 

Barbarino _  7,084 

Calliopi  Micbalos _  7,  249 

Capetan  Petros _  7,291 

••Embassy  (broken  up) _  8,418 

Everest  _  7, 031 

Flora  M _  7, 244 

Galini _  7, 266 

••Gloria  (now  Helen — Greek 

flag)  -  7,128 

••Helen  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Gloria — Greek  flag) .  v 

Irena  _  7, 232 

Istros  n _  7, 275 

Kapetan  Kostis _  5, 032 

Kyra  Harlklla _  6,888 

Marla  Theresa _  7, 245 

Marlgo  — . .  7, 147 

Maroudlo _  7, 369 

Mastro-Stellos  II _  7, 282 

••Nlcolaos  F.  (previous  trip  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Nlcolaos 
Frangistas — Greek  flag) . 

••Nlcolaos  Frangistas  (now  Nlco¬ 
laos  F. — Greek  flag) _  7, 199 

••Pamlt  (now  Christos — Lebanese 

flag) . . .  3, 929 

Pantanassa -  7, 131 

Paxoi  . . - .  7, 144 


••Penelope  (now  Andromachi — 
Greek  flag) . 

••Plate  Trader  (trip  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Stylianos  N. 
Vlassopulos — Greek  flag) . 


••Presvia  (broken  up) _  10,820 

Propontis  _  7, 128 

Redestos  _  6,911 

••Selrlos  (broken  up) _  7,239 

Sophia _  7, 030 

••Stylianos  N.  Vlassopulos  (now 

Plate  Trader — Greek  flag) _  7,244 

••Tlmlos  Stavros  (formerly  Brit¬ 
ish  flag — now  Maltese  flag) . 

Tina . . 7,362 

Western  Trader _  9, 268 


•Added  to  Report  No.  48,  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  January  15,  1065. 

••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  in  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 


Polish  (15  ships) . -  101,899 

Baltyk  . . - . . . —  6, 963 

Bialystok _  7, 173 


Flag  of  Registry,  Name  of  Ship — Continued 


Polish — Continued  tonnage 

Bytom . . .  6, 967 

Chopin .  987 

Chorzow _  7_  237 

Huta  Florlan _  7,258 

Huta  Labedy _  7’  221 

Huta  Ostrowiec _  7,’  175 

Huta  Zgoda _  6i840 

Kopalnia  Bobrek _  7,221 

•Kopalnla  Czeladz _  7!  252 

Kopalnia  Miechowice _  7, 223 

Kopalnla  Siemianowice _  7]  135 

Kopalnia  Wujek _  7,033 

Plast. . 3[l84 

Italian  (13  ships) _  104,492 


Achllle -  6.  950 

Agostlno  Bertanl _  8, 380 

Andrea  Costa  (Tanker) _  10, 440 

Aspromonte  _  7, 154 

Giuseppe  Giulietti  (Tanker) _  17,519 

Mariasusanna  _  2, 479 

Montiron _  1,595 

Nazareno _  7, 173 

Nino  Bixlo _  8, 427 

San  Francesco _  9, 284 

San  Nicola  (Tanker) _  12,461 

Santa  Lucia _  9, 278 

••Somalia  (now  Chen  Chang — 
Nationalist  Chinese  flag) _  3, 352 

Yugoslav  (7  ships) _  49,926 


Bar . .  7, 233 

Cavtat _  7, 266 

Cetlnje _  7, 200 

Dug!  Otok _  6,997 

Mojkovac  _  7, 125 

Promlna  _  6,  960 

•  •Treblsnjlca  (wrecked) _  7,145 


French  (6  ships) _  16,391 


Circe _  2,  874 

Enee _  1,232 

Foulaya _  3,739 

Mungo _  4,820 

Nelee _  2.  874 

Neve _  852 


Spanish  (5  ships) _  6, 193 


Escorpion  _  999 

Sierra  Andla _  1,596 

Sierra  Aranzazu _  1, 600 

Sierra  Madre _  999 

Sierra  Maria _  999 


Moroccan  (5  ships) _  35,828 


Atlas . . .  10,  392 

Banora _  3, 214 

Marrakech  _  10, 392 

Toubkal _  8.  748 

Mauri  tanle _  3,082 

Finnish  (4  ships) _  32,849 


Augusta  Paulin _  7, 096 

••Hermia  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex- 
name  Amfred — Swedish  flag) . 

Ragni  Paulin _  6, 823 

Susan  Paulin _  7, 239 

Valny  (Tanker) .  11,691 

Swedish  (3  ships) _ 17,123 


••Amfred  (now  Hermia — Finnish 

flag) . . . . .  2,828 

••Atlantic  Friend  (now  Atlantic 

Venture — ^Liberian  flag) _  7,  805 

Dagmar _  6, 490 

Netherlands  (2  ships) _  999 


•Melke . .  600 

Tempo _ _  499 
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Sec.  3.  The  ships  listed  In  sections  1  and  2  have  made  the  following  number  of 
trips  to  Cuba  since  January  1,  1963,  based  on  Information  received  through 
January  22.  1965: 


Number  of  trips 


Flag  of  registry 

1963 

1964 

1965 

Total 

Jan.-Mar. 

Apr.-June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

133 

43 

87 

18 

18 

13 

14 

8 

8 

3 

315 

64 

23 

26 

9 

9 

12 

3 

4 

5 

5 

160 

99 

9 

7 

1 

5 

3 

1 

1 

126 

16 

2 

8 

3 

2 

3 

2 

2 

38 

8 

3 

5 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

25 

14 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 

24 

9 

2 

3 

3 

1 

2 

2 

22 

12 

3 

1 

3 

2 

2 

23 

8 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

17 

3 

2 

1 

6 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1 

. 

2 

4 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Maltese . 

1 

1 

370 

88 

115 

43 

41 

37 

25 

19 

23 

10 

771 

Polish . 

18 

5 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

35 

Grand  total _ 

388 

93 

119 

44 

41 

39 

26 

20 

25 

11 

806 

Note:  Trip  totals  In  this  section  exceed  ship  totals  in  sections  1  and  2  because  some  of  the  ships  made  more  tlian 
one  trip  to  Cuba. 

By  order  of  the  Deputy  Maritime  Administrator. 

Dated:  January  27, 1965. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1140;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965;  8:47  a.m.] 


Flag  of  Registry,  Name  of  Ship — Continued 

Gross 

tonnage 


Norwegian  (2  ships) - - —  10,002 


Ole  Bratt _  5, 252 

•  ♦Tine  (now  Jezreel — Panamanian 
nag) -  4,750 


Cypriot  (1  ship) : 

Adelphos  Petrakis -  7, 134 


Kuwaiti  (1  ship): 

Maha _  1, 392 


Maltese  (1  ship) : 

••St.  Antonio  (previous  trip  to 
Cuba  under  British  dag) _  6,704 


••Amalia  (trips  to  Cuba  under 
British  Sag). 

••Timlos  StavTos  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  British  nag  and  Greek 
flag). 

Nationalist  Chinese: 

^••Chen  Chang  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Somalia — Italian  flag) . 

Liberian: 

••Atlantic  Venture  (trip  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Atlantic 
Friend — Swedish  flag) . 

••Stanwood  (trips  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Chlpbee  —  British 
flag). 

Panamanian : 

•  •Jezreel  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 

name,  Tine — Norwegian  flag) . 

Pakistani: 

•  •  Jhelum  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Kirrlemoor — British  flag) . 

••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  in  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 

Sec.  2.  In  accordance  with  approved 
procedures,  the  vessels  listed  below  which 
called  at  Cuba  after  January  1,  1963, 
have  reacquired  eligibility  to  carry 
United  States  Government-financed  car¬ 
goes  from  the  United  States  by  virtue  of 
the  persons  who  control  the  vessels  hav¬ 
ing  given  satisfactory  certification  and 
assurance; 

(a)  That  such  vessels  will  not,  thence¬ 
forth,  be  employed  in  the  Cuba  trade  so 
long  as  it  remains  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  Government  to  discourage 
such  trade;  and 

(b)  That  no  other  vessels  under  their 
control  will  thenceforth  be  employed  in 
the  Cuba  trade,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c) ;  and 

(c)  That  vessels  under  their  control 
which  are  covered  by  contractual  obliga¬ 
tions,  including  charters,  entered  into 
prior  to  December  16,  1963,  requiring 
their  employment  in  the  Cuba  trade 
shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  trade  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  consistent  with 
such  contractual  obligations. 

Flag  of  Registry  and  Name  of  Ship 

a.  Since  last  report:  None. 

Number 


b.  Previous  reports:  of  ships 

Flag  of  registry  (total) _  68 

British _  38 

Danish  _  1 

French _  1 

German  (West) _  1 

Greek _  20 

Italian _  6 

Japanese _  1 

Lebanese _ _ _  1 

Norwegian  _ 4 

Spanish _ 1 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  15459  etc.;  Order  No.  E-21737] 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST-SOUTHWEST 
SERVICE  INVESTIGATION 

Order  Regarding  Petitions 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  29th  day  of  January.  1965. 

Order  E-21186.  adopted  August  13. 
1964,  Instituting  this  investigation  pro¬ 
vided  that  motions  for  consolidation, 
motions  or  petitions  seeking  modification 
or  reconsideration,  and  petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene  be  filed  within  20  days 
thereof  and  that  answers  to  such  plead¬ 
ings  be  filed  no  later  than  10  days  there¬ 
after. 

Numerous  documents  were  filed  re¬ 
questing  consolidation  of  applications 
and  petitions  for  air  service,  expansion 
of  the  geographical  scope  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  modification  and  removal  of  restric¬ 
tions,  and  permission  to  intervene. 
After  careful  consideration  of  these 
pleadings  and  the  answers  filed  in  re¬ 
sponse  thereto,  the  Board  issued  an 
amended  order  of  investigation,  Order 
E-21601,  adopted  on  December  21,  1964. 

Petitions  for  reconsideration  of  Order 
E~21601  have  been  filed  by  United,  Na¬ 
tional,  Delta,  Northwest,  Dallas  and 
Denver.^  Answers  have  been  filed  by  the 


>  Petitions  for  reconsideration  were  also 
flled  by  Lubbock,  Colorado  Springs,  Santa, 
Fe,  the  Wyoming  Aeronautics  Commission, 
and  the  Montana  Aeronautics  Commission. 
These  petitions,  however,  dealt  solely  with 
the  question  of  intervention  and  established 


Washington  Parties,  TWA,  Orlando, 
Frontier,  Eastern,  Braniff  Houston, 
Himtsville-Madison  County,  Northwest, 
Continental,  and  BER. 

Our  amended  order  of  investigation 
added  to  the  scope  of  the  issues  beyond 
those  defined  in  the  original  order  in  the 
following  respects; 

(1)  The  restriction  providing  that  no 
flights  may  originate  or  terminate  in 
Denver  or  Salt  Lake  City  was  modified  to 
permit  flights  between  Denver  and  St. 
Louis  to  originate  or  terminate  in 
Denver; 

(2)  A  new  restriction  was  added  to 
prohibit  single-plane  service  between  any 
point  within  the  area  of  investigation,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  following  named 
points  on  the  other  hand;  New  York, 
Washington,  D.C.,  Chicago,  Miami, 
Tampa-St,  Petersburg,  Atlanta,  San 
Francisco,  Los  Angeles,  San  Diego,  and 
Las  Vegas; 

(3)  The  restriction  prohibiting  new 
single-carrier  service  between  cities  in 
Group  III  and  cities  in  Group  IV  (de¬ 
scribed  on  page  3  of  Order  E-21186)  was 
changed  to  prohibit  the  operation  of 
aircraft  between  such  cities. 

The  petitions  for  reconsideration  filed 
by  Dallas  and  Denver  are  not  directed 
to  the  new  issues  set  forth  above.  In¬ 
stead,  they  reargue  matters  previously 
raised  in  response  to  Order  E-21186 — 
matters  which  were  carefully  considered 
by  the  Board  and  rejected.  For  example, 
Denver’s  entire  petition  is  devoted  to  the 


good  cause  for  failure  to  comply  with  the 
cutoff  date  contained  in  the  Board’s  original 
order  of  investigation.  Petitioners  have 
been  granted  permission  to  Intervene  by  the 
Bxaminer  under  delegation  of  authority. 
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Board’s  failure  to  remove  the  Group  II 
restriction  so  as  to  permit  competitive 
tum-around  service  between  Denver  and 
the  Pacific  Northwest  and  between  Den¬ 
ver  and  cities  in  the  Southwest.  Sim¬ 
ilarly,  Dallas’  petition  seeks  elimination 
of  the  Group  n  restriction  which  pro¬ 
hibits  turn-around  service  between  Den¬ 
ver  and  Dallas.  It  also  seeks  elimination 
of  the  restriction  which  prohibits  the  op¬ 
eration  of  aircraft  between  cities  in 
Group  m  and  cities  in  Group  IV  so  as  to 
inject  in  this  proceeding  the  issue  of  new 
service  between  such  cities.  The  peti¬ 
tions  of  Dallas  and  Denver  are  clearly 
successive  petitions  within  the  meaning 
of  §  302.37(c)  of  the  Board’s  rules  of 
practice  and  will  be  dismissed. 

We  have  considered  the  petitions  for 
reconsideration  of  National,  Delta, 
Northwest,  and  United  and  the  answers 
filed  in  response  thereto,  and  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  restriction  prohibiting 
single-plane  service  between  points  with¬ 
in  the  area  of  investigation  and  the  10 
named  cities  outside  the  area  should  be 
revised  to  exclude  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  points:  Newark,  Baltimore,  Ft. 
Lauderdale,  Clearwater,  Long  Beach,  and 
Oakland.  This  is  necessary  in  order  to 
insure  that  the  restriction  will  be  effec¬ 
tive  in  eliminating  the  issue  of  new 
single-plane  service  between  cities  with¬ 
in  the  area  and  the  cities  of  New  York, 
Washington,  D.C.,  Miami,  Tampa-St. 
Petersbiu-g,  Los  Angeles,  and  San 
Francisco. 

We  see  no  reason  for  further  extension 
at  this  time  of  this  restriction  to  prohibit 
single-plane  service  to  such  points  as 
Boston,  Philadelphia,  Pittsburgh,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Detroit,  Charlotte,  Jacksonville, 
Orlando,  Melbourne,  Birmingham,  and 
Montgomery.  Our  purpose  of  imposing 
the  present  restriction  was  to  eliminate 
from  this  proceeding  the  issue  of  single¬ 
plane  service  between  points  within  the 
area  of  investigation  and  various  cities 
outside  the  area  where  major  traffic  fiows 
exist  or  where  Ashbacker  problems  are 
likely  to  arise.  We  were  cognizant  of  the 
fact  that  it  might  be  necessary  to  extend 
the  restriction  to  additional  cities  and 
for  this  reason  left  the  door  open  for 
parties  seeking  further  restrictions  to 
present  evidence  at  the  hearing  in  sup¬ 
port  of  their  positions.  The  Board  finds, 
therefore,  that  the  petitions  for  reconsid¬ 
eration  should  be  granted  insofar  as  they 
request  modification  of  the  restriction  to 
exclude  any  issue  of  single-plane  service 
between  cities  within  the  area  of  investi¬ 
gation  and  the  following  additional 
points:  Newark,  Baltimore,  Ft.  Lauder¬ 
dale,  Clearwater,  Long  Beach,  and  Oak¬ 
land.  In  all  other  respects,  the  petitions 
for  reconsideration  of  United,  National, 
Delta,  and  Northwest  will  be  denied. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  the  petitions  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  filed  by  Dallas  and  Denver  be  and 
they  are  dismissed; 


2.  That  ordering  paragraph  3  of  Order 
E-21186  be  and  it  hereby  is  amended 
to  read: 

“3.  That  any  awards  made  as  a  result 
of  this  proceeding  shall  be  subject  to  the 
following  restrictions: 

(a)  No  flights  may  originate  or  termi¬ 
nate  in  Denver  or  Salt  Lake  City;  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  flights  between 
Denver  and  St.  Louis  may  originate  or 
terminate  in  Denver ; 

(b)  At  least  one  city  in  at  least  two 
groups  of  cities  (described  on  page  3  of 
this  order)  must  be  served  on  all  flights 
except  that  there  shall  be  no  operation 
of  aircraft  between  cities  in  Group  III 
and  cities  in  Group  IV  (described  on 
page  3  of  this  order) ; 

(c)  Single-plane  service  may  not  be 
provided  between  any  point  within  the 
area  of  this  investigation,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  following  named  points 
on  the  other  hand:  New  York,  Newark, 
Washington,  D.C.,  Baltimore,  Chicago, 
Miami,  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Tampa-St. 
Petersburg,  Clearwater,  Atlanta,  San 
Francisco,  Oakland,  Los  Angeles,  Long 
Beach,  San  Diego,  and  Las  Vegas.” 

3.  That,  except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein,  all  motions,  petitions,  and  re¬ 
quests  for  relief  be  and  they  hereby  are 
denied; 

4.  That  this  order  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1159;  Plied,  Peb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  a.in.] 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[AA1921-45] 

AZOBISFORMAMIDE  FROM  JAPAN 

Notice  of  Investigation 

Having  received  advice  from  the 
Treasury  Department  on  January  27, 
1965,  that  azobisformamide  from  Japan 
is  being,  or  is  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the 
United  States  at  less  than  fair  value,  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  has  in¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  under  section 
201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  UB.C.  160(a)),  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  an  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  being  or  is  likely  to  be  injured, 
or  is  prevented  from  being  established. 


by  reason  of  the  importation  of  such 
merchandise  into  the  United  States. 

No  hearing  in  connection  with  this  in¬ 
vestigation  has  been  ordered.  If  a 
hearing  is  ordered,  due  notice  of  the 
time  and  place  thereof  will  be  given,  in 
this  connection,  interested  parties  are 
referred  to  section  208.4  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(19  CFR  208.4)  which  provides  that  in¬ 
terested  parties  may,  within  15  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  request 
that  a  public  hearing  be  held,  stating 
reasons  for  the  request. 

Interested  parties  are  also  referred  to 
section  208.5  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
regarding  the  submission  of  written 
statements  of  pertinent  information. 
Written  statements  must  be  filed  not 
later  than  March  2,  1965. 

Issued:  January  28, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

[seal]  Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1133;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

MERCK,  SHARP,  &  DOHME 
RESEARCH  LABORATORIES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives  Amprolium,  Ar- 
sanilic  Acid  Penicillin,  and  Strepto¬ 
mycin 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  5C1636)  has  been  filed  by  Merck, 
Sharp  &  Dohme  Research  Laboratories, 
Division  of  Merck  &  Company,  Inc.,  Rah¬ 
way,  N.J.,  proposing  that  §  121.210 
Amprolium  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  amprolium  with  arsanilic 
acid  with  or  without  penicillin  or  penicil¬ 
lin  plus  streptomycin  by  changing  item 
3.1m  in  table  1  of  paragraph  ,(c)  to  read 
as  follows: 


Principal 

ingredient 

Qramsper 

ton 

Combined  with — 

Qrams  per 
ton 

Limitations 

Indications  for  use 

3.1 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

in.3.1 . 

36. 3-113. 5 

Arsanilic  acid 
with  or  with¬ 
out: 

1.  Penlciliin _ 

ii.  Peniciliin  plus 
ftreptomycin. 

90  (0.01%) 

2.4-50 

14.4-50 

For  replacement  chickens;  not 
for  iaying  chickens;  with¬ 
draw  S  days  before  slaughter. 

From  procaine  penicillin _ 

As  procaine  penicillin  plus 
streptomycin  sulfate;  14.4- 
50  gm.  of  combination  con¬ 
taining  16.7  percent  of  peni¬ 
cillin. 

Growth  promotion 
and  feed  efliclency; 
improving  pig¬ 
mentation. 

Do. 

Do. 

Dated:  January  28, 1965. 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Regulations. 
[P.R.  Doc.  65-1173;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965;  8:49  am.] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  15815.  15816;  FCC  65-56] 

FLATHEAD  VALLEY  BROADCASTERS 
(KOFI)  AND  GARDEN  CITY  BROAD¬ 
CASTING,  INC.  (KYSS) 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Leslie  L.  Sterling 
and  William  H.  Patterson  doing  business 
as  Flathead  Valley  Broadcasters  (KOFI) , 
KalLspell.  Mont.,  Docket  No.  15815,  File 
No.  BP-16369;  has:  930  kc,  5  kw.  Day. 
Class  m;  requests:  1180  kc,  '10  kw, 
DA-N,  U,  Class  II-A;  Garden  City  Broad¬ 
casting,  Inc.  (KYSS),  Missoula,  Mont., 
Docket  No.  15816,  File  No.  BP-16400;  has: 
910  kc,  1  kw.  Day,  Class  III;  requests: 
1180  kc,  50  kw,  DA-N,  U,  Class  n-A;  for 
construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  27th  day  of 
January  1965; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  each  of  the 
applicants  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially,  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  as  proposed;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforementioned  Issues 
specified  below: 

1.  The  above-captioned  applications 
are  mutually  exclusive  in  that  operation 
by  the  applicants  as  proposed  would  re¬ 
sult  in  mutually  destructive  interference. 

2.  Garden  City  Brosulcasting,  Inc., 
proposes  to  operate  with  a  power  of  50 
kilowatts  during  nighttime  hours,  utiliz¬ 
ing  a  directional  smtenna  to  suppress  the 
radiation  to  a  value  as  low  as  25  mv/m 
(MEOV)  towards  the  0.5  mv/m-50  per¬ 
cent  secondary  service  area  of  Class  I-A 
Station  WHAM.  Rochester,  N.Y.  A  study 
of  the  applicant’s  site  photographs  and 
topographic  maps  indicates  that  terrain 
irregularities  exist  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
proposed  site  which  may  result  in  signal 
scatter  and  reradiation.  The  applicant 
has  not  submitted  a  site  survey  and  it  is 
not  possible  on  the  basis  of  the  present 
information  to  predict  the  performance 
of  the  array  and  whether  the  antenna 
system  can  be  adjusted  and  maintained 
as  proposed  so  that  adequate  nighttime 
protection  will  be  afforded  WHAM. 

3.  It  has  not  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  antenna  system  of  KYSS  would 
constitute  a  menace  to  air  navigation. 

It  fmrther  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutoiy  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  applications  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  applications  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  set  fortli  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 


of  1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon  the 
following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operations  of  Stations  KOFI  and  KYSS 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  Garden  City 
Broadcasting,  Inc.  will  be  able  to  adjust 
and  maintain  the  directional  antenna 
system  as  proposed  and  whether  ade¬ 
quate  nighttime  protection  will  be  af¬ 
forded  Station  WHAM,  Rochester,  N.Y. 

3.  To  determine  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  possibility  that  the  tower 
height  and  location  proposed  by  KYSS 
would  constitute  a  menace  to  air  navi¬ 
gation. 

4.  To  determine,  in  light  of  section  307 
(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  which  of  the  proposals 
would  better  provide  a  fair,  efficient  and 
equitable  distribution  of  radio  service. 

5.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  which,  if  either,  of  the  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  either  application,  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  shall  contain  the  fol¬ 
lowing  condition: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  presunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  73.87  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  Garden  City  Broad¬ 
casting,  Inc.  application,  the  construc¬ 
tion  permit  shall  contain  the  following 
condition: 

Submission  by  the  permittee  of  data 
made  in  accordance  with  §§  73.48  and 
2.579  of  the  rules  for  type  acceptance  of 
the  proposed  transmitter. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 


motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon  suf¬ 
ficient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  detennine  whether  the  fimds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  the  application  will  be 
effectuated. 

Released:  January  29, 1965, 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-1160;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  a.in.] 


[Docket  Nos.  15767, 15768;  FCC  65M-941 

BIRMINGHAM  BROADCASTING  CO., 
AND  DORSEY  EUGENE  NEWMAN 

Order  Following  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Birmingham 
Broadcasting  Company,  Irondale,  Ala., 
Docket  No.  15767,  Pile  No.  BP-16260: 
Dorsey  Eugene  Newman,  Irondale,  Ala., 
Docket  No.  15768,  Pile  No.  BP-16388;  for 
construction  permits. 

In  accordance  with  agreements 
reached  at  a  prehearing  conference  held 
today:  It  is  ordered.  This  27th  day  of 
January,  1965,  that  the  following  pro¬ 
cedural  steps  are  to  be  effected  on  the 
dates  specified: 

Exchange  of  written  presenta¬ 
tions _ Mar.  23,  1965 

Notification  of  witnesses _ Mar.  30,  1965 

Hearing  (continued  from  Feb. 

23.  1965). . Apr.  12,  1965 

Released:  January  28, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F,  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1161;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.] 


[Docket  Nos.  15460, 15461;  FCC  65M-101] 

SYMPHONY  NETWORK  ASSOCIA¬ 
TION,  INC.  AND  CHAPMAN  RADIO 
AND  TELEVISION  CO. 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Scheduling  Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Symphony  Net¬ 
work  Association,  Inc.,  Fairfield,  Ala., 
Docket  No.  15460,  File  No,  BPCT-3238; 
William  A.  Chapman  and  George  K. 
Chapman,  doing  business  as  Chapman 
Radio  and  Television  Company.  Home- 
wood.  Ala.,  Docket  No.  15461,  File  No. 
BPCn’-3282 :  for  construction  permits 
for  a  new  television  broadcast  station. 

1.  On  October  8,  1964,  the  record  on 
the  then-designated  issues  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  was  closed.  Subsequently,  by 
order  of  the  Review  Board  released  Oc¬ 
tober  29,  1964,  the  record  was  reopened 
through  the  enlargement  of  issues. 
Hearing  was  rescheduled  for  January  11, 
1965,  on  which  date  evidence  was  ad¬ 
duced  directed  to  the  added  issue. 

2.  However,  at  the  hearing  session  of 
January  11,  1965,  Chapman  also  offered 
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into  evidence  two  exhibits  directed  to  the 
issues  on  which  the  record  had  been 
theretofore  closed.  The  exhibit  identi¬ 
fied  as  Chapman  H-11  consisted  of  a 
series  of  personnel  schedules,  and  was 
directed  toward  Issue  7  which  inquires  as 
to  the  adequacy  of  Chapman’s  proposed 
staff.  The  exhibit  was  sponsored  by 
one  of  the  Chapman  partners  who  was 
present  at  the  hearing  and  identified  the 
exhibit  for  the  record. 

3.  The  exhibit  identified  as  Chapman 
H-12  was  more  in  the  nature  of  rebuttal 
to  a  portion  of  the  Symphony  case.  Is¬ 
sue  4  inquiries  as  to  whether  the  Sym¬ 
phony  application  is  consistent  with  the 
requirement  of  §  73.613(a)  that  the  main 
studio  be  located  in  the  principal  com¬ 
munity  to  be  served,  and,  if  not,  whether 
waiver  of  the  rule  would  be  appropriate. 
Symphony’s  evidence  on  that  issue 
showed,  in  brief,  that  it  proposed  to 
locate  its  main  studio  on  the  campus  of 
Birmingham  Southern  College  in  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.;  that  the  studio  would  be 
in  the  Conservatory  of  Music  Building 
on  which  Symphony  has  a  5-year  rent- 
free  lease:  that  the  entire  second  story 
of  the  west  wing  of  said  building  is  pres¬ 
ently  available  for  the  Symphony  trans¬ 
mitter  and  studio:  and  that,  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  construction  of  a  new  col¬ 
lege  building  commenced  in  the  summer 
of  1964  the  entire  Conservatory  of  Music 
Building  will  be  available  to  Symphony 
consisting  of  some  eight  to  10,000  sq.  ft. 
broken  up  in  3  or  4  rooms  and  a  300 -seat 
auditorium  with  a  large  stage.  However, 
a  somewhat  different  picture  was  pre¬ 
sented  by  Chapman  Exhibit  H-12,  which 
consists  of  a  copy  of  a  lease  between 
Birmingham  Southern  College,  lessor, 
and  James  V.  Melonas  (as  an  individual 
and  not  as  an  officer  of  the  instant  ap¬ 
plicant.  Symphony  Network  Association, 
Inc.)  and  Melonas  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc., 
lessees,  together  with  an  affidavit  of  N. 
M.  Yeilding,  Financial  Vice-President 
and  ’Treasurer  of  Birmingham  Southern 
College. 

4.  First,  the  lease  is  nonassignable, 
contains  no  privilege  to  sublet,  and  pro¬ 
vides  that  it  is  “for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
ducting  therein  a  radio  broadcasting 
business  and  for  no  other  purpose,’’  and 
specifically  identifies  the  said  “broad¬ 
casting  business”  as  “an  FM  station 
known  as  WSFM.”  ’Thus,  a  question  is 
presented  as  to  whether  Symphony  might 
use  the  leased  premises  for  any  purpose, 
or  whether  any  entity  or  individual  could 
use  the  premises  for  a  television  station. 
Second,  the  lease,  in  combination  with 
Mr.  Yeilding’s  affidavit,  indicates  that 
the  presently  available  space  consists  of 
one  room  with  an  area  of  1,056  sq.  ft.,  and 
Mr.  Yeilding  avers  that  it  is  unlikely  that 
any  more  space  will  become  available, 
even  if  Mr.  Melonas  should  request  it 
which  he  has  not,  “as  building  space  is 
badly  needed  for  the  purposes  of  the  col¬ 
lege.” 

5.  Symphony  objected  to  the  admission 
of  Chapman  Exhibit  H-12  on  the  dual 
grounds  that  it  was  hearsay  and  untimely 
offered,  whereupon  the  Hearing  Ex¬ 
aminer  reserved  ruling  on  both  Chap¬ 
man  H-12  and  H-11.  However,  in  a  brief 
filed  on  January  22,  1965,  Symphony  ac¬ 
knowledged  that  some  discrepancy 
existed  between  its  direct  case  on  studio 


availability  and  the  facts  suggested  by 
Chapman  H-12.  In  order  that  this  dis¬ 
crepancy  might  be  resolved,  Ssmiphony 
withdrew  its  objections  to  the  admission 
of  Chapman  H-12,  provided  that  an  op¬ 
portunity  was  afforded  it  to  rebut  the 
exhibit. 

6.  The  order  of  proof  is  the  overall  re¬ 
sponsibility  of.  and  within  the  control  of. 
the  Hearing  Examiner.  In  the  ordinary 
hearing  to  assure  an  orderly  presenta¬ 
tion  of  the  case,  the  Hearing  Examiner 
will  not  permit  the  adduction  of  addi¬ 
tional  evidence  on  a  closed  issue,  unless 
it  is  shown  that  such  evidence  is  newly 
discovered  and  of  a  sort  its  sponsor  could 
not  reasonably  have  discovered  earlier. 
No  such  showing  has  been  made  here. 
However,  because  substantial  doubt  has 
been  raised  as  to  the  availability  of 
Symphony’s  proposed  studios,  which  is 
peculiarly  pertinent  to  the  issue  as  to 
the  waiver  of  §  73.61(3)  (a)  to  permit 
their  use,  good  cause  is  furnished  for 
departure  from  the  customary  procedure. 
’Therefore,  Chapman  will  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  re-offer  its  Exhibit  H-12. 
A  prehearing  conference  will  be  scheduled 
to  ascertain  whether  Symphony  wishes 
Mr.  Yeilding  to  be  present  for  cross-ex¬ 
amination  when  the  exhibit  is  re-offered 
into  evidence,  and  to  set  up  a  schedule 
for  further  hearing  on  Chapman  H-12  as 
well  as  any  evidence  Symphony  may  wish 
to  present  on  the  matter. 

7.  A  somewhat  different  question  is 
presented  with  respect  to  Chapman  H-11. 
The  applicant  was  afforded  a  full  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  meet  the  staffing  issue,  and  had 
closed  its  case  on  this  matter.  Its  sub¬ 
sequent  desire  to  clarify  its  presentation 
supplies  no  warrant  for  reopening  the 
issue.  Thus,  if  the  question  of  receiving 
Chapman  H-11  stood  alone,  the  exhibit 
would  be  rejected  out  of  hand.  How¬ 
ever,  it  does  not  stand  alone.  As  indi¬ 
cated  hereinabove,  the  record  must  be  re¬ 
opened  for  reasons  related  to  Chapman 
H-12.  So  long  as  further  hearing  ses¬ 
sions  are  necessary  in  any  event,  the  bur¬ 
den  imposed  on  the  hearing  process  by 
further  consideration  of  Chapman  H-11 
is  minimized.  'Therefore,  Chapman  will 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  re-offer 
Exhibit  H-11  at  the  further  hearing  ses¬ 
sion  to  be  conducted  herein. 

8.  This  is  not  to  say  that  Chapman  is 
entitled  to  correct  or  supplement  its  case 
on  staffing  after  it  had  originally  rested. 
To  the  extent  that  Exhibit  H-11  may 
represent  an  attempt  to  do  so,  such 
should  be  revealed  by  qualifying  or  cross- 
examination  questions,  and  appropriate 
motions  will  be  entertained.  However, 
to  the  extent  that  Chapman  H-11  repre¬ 
sents  a  mere  clarification  of  evidence 
previously  offered,  it  may  be  receivable. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  this  28th 
day  of  January  1965,  that  a  further  pre- 
hearing  conference  herein,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  set  forth  above,  shall  be  held  on 
February  4,  1965,  commencing  at  9:00 
am.,  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  29,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[sEALl  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

I  P  R.  Doc.  65-1162;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

JACKSONVILLE  PORT  AUTHORITY 
AND  SEA-LAND  SERVICE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow- 
ing  Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573, 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy 
of  any  such  statement  should  also  be 
forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the  agree¬ 
ment  (as  indicated  hereinafter) ,  and  the 
comments  should  indicate  that  this  has 
been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  1050, 
Elizabeth,  N.J. 

Agreement  No.  T-1757,  between  the 
Jacksonville  Port  Authority  (Port)  and 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land) ,  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  25-year  lease  to  Sea-Land 
of  two  parcels  of  land,  including  a  wharf, 
bulk-head  and  marshalling  area,  plus 
building  improvements  and  a  special 
crane  project.  Sea-Land  also  has  the 
right  of  first  refusal  on  certain  property 
lying  adjacent  to  the  leased  premises. 
Port  plans  to  issue  Revenue  Bonds  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $4,530,000  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  which  will  be  applied  in  part 
to  finance  the  project,  and  the  25-year 
lease  period  will  commence  when  con¬ 
struction  is  completed,  but  in  no  event 
later  than  November  1,  1966.  During 
the  construction  period  rental  will  be 
based  upon  the  amount  of  space  available 
for  use  and  occupancy;  during  the  25- 
year  lease  period  rental  will  be  $15,416.67 
per  month.  Should  the  lease  be  ex¬ 
tended,  rental  will  be  $11,250  per  month. 
The  agreement  provides  that  no  rentals, 
fees,  licenses,  excise  or  operating  taxes, 
tolls,  or  other  charges,  except  those  ex¬ 
pressly  provided  for  in  the  lease  will  be 
charged  against  or  collected  from  Sea- 
L^d.  Agreement  No.  T-1757  will  super- 
s^e  and  cancel  approved  Agreement  No. 
T-1587  between  Sea-Land,  as  successor 
to  Pan  Atlantic  Steamship  Corp.,  and 
Port. 

Dated:  January  29, 1965. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Cmnmlssion. 

Thomas  List, 
Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-1208;  Filed,  Feb.  3,  1065; 
8;50  am.] 
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adriatic/north  ATLANTIC  RANGE 
FREIGHT  POOL  AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJS.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreements  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  G.  Ravera,  Secretary  P.T. 

Adriatic/North  Atlantic  Range  Freight  Pool 

Agreement 
Vico  San  Luca  No.  4 
Genoa,  Italy 

Agreements  Nos.  9060-2  and  9060-3 
between  the  member  lines  of  the  Adri¬ 
atic/North  Atlantic  Range  Freight  Pool 
Agreement  have  been  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  modification  of  Agreement 
9060,  as  amended,  which  provides  for  the 
pooling  of  revenue  between  American 
Export  Isbrandtsen  Lines,  Inc.  and 
Jugoslavenska  Linijska  Plovidba  on  car¬ 
goes  moving  from  Venice,  Italy  to  North 
Atlantic  Range  discharging  ports  of  the 
West  Coast  of  Italy,  Sicilian  and  Adriatic 
Ports/North  Atlantic  Range  Conference 
trade.  The  agreements  filed  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commission  wider  section 
15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  provide  (1) 
for  modification  of  the  handling  charges 
applicable  to  cargo  rated  on  a  lump-sum 
basis;  and  (2)  for  the  automatic  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  duration  of  the  basic  agree¬ 
ment  after  December  31,  1964,  for  one 
year  at  a  time,  notice  of  withdrawal  by 
either  party  prior  to  November  30th  of 
any  year,  and  that  a  party  resigning 
prior  to  November  30th  has  no  right  to 
withdraw  its  resignation. 

Dated:  February  1, 1965. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1222;  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:50  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  No.  669] 

CRISP  COUNTY  POWER 
COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Application  for  Amendment 
of  License 

January  27,  1965. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Crisp  Coimty  Power  Commission,  Cor- 
dele,  Ga.,  for  amendment  of  its  license 
for  Project  No.  659,  located  on  the  Flint 
River,  Crisp  County,  Ga.,  near  Cordele 
and  Albany. 

Amendment  of  the  license  is  sought  to 
eliminate  therefrom  Article  31  which 
provides  for  an  emergency  spillway  in 
the  right  abutment  of  the  dam.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  application,  the  licensee  has 
made  certain  changes  in  the  spillway 
gates  to  increase  the  spillway  capacity 
which  offsets  the  capacity  of  the  emer¬ 
gency  spillway.  Therefore,  the  applica¬ 
tion  states,  the  emergency  spillway  is  no 
longer  necessary. 

Protests  or  petitions 'to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  The  last  day  upon  which  protests 
or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  March  22, 
1965.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-1126;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 

[Docket  No.  E-7202] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  27,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  18,  1965, 
an  application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  by  the 
Northern  States  Power  Co.  (Applicant), 
a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota  with  its  prin¬ 
cipal  business  office  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  seeking  an  order  authorizing  it 
to  acquire  certain  electric  distribution 
facilities  of  Nodak  Rural  Electric  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc.  (NODAK) ,  a  North  Dakota 
electric  cooperative  association  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Grand  Forks, 
N.  Dak.,  and  to  consolidate  and  merge 
such  distribution  facilities  with  those  of 
Applicant. 

Applicant  owns  and  operates  utility 
properties  and  furnishes  electric  service 
at  retail  in  426  communities  and  adja¬ 
cent  territories  and  electric  energy  at 


wholesale  for  resale  in  31  additional  com¬ 
munities  and  at  wholesale  to  rural  elec¬ 
tric  cooperative  associations  and  other 
utility  companies.  Of  the  457  communi¬ 
ties  so  served,  404  are  located  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  18  in  North  Dakota  and  35  in 
South  Dakota.  The  main  interconnected 
electric  production,  transmission  and 
distribution  system  of  Applicant  in  cen¬ 
tral  and  southern  Minnesota  and  south¬ 
eastern  South  Dakota  is  interconnected 
with  the  interconnected  electric  system 
of  its  only  utility  subsidiary.  Northern 
States  Power  Co.,  a  Wisconsin  corpora¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  requests  authority  to  acquire 
by  purchase  from  NODAK  the  portion  of 
electric  distribution  facilities  now  owned 
by  NODAK  that  are  located  in  the  area 
which  was  annexed  to  the  north  city 
limits  of  the  City  of  Grand  Porks, 
N.  Dak.,  on  March  2, 1964.  According  to 
the  application,  the  portion  of  NODAK’s 
electric  distribution  facilities  that  Appli¬ 
cant  is  acquiring  consists  of  approxi¬ 
mately  5,200  feet  of  7.3  kv  electric 
distribution  lines  and  includes  42  poles, 
23  transformers,  21  meters  and  other  re¬ 
lated  equipment  and  appurtenances. 

Applicant  represents  that  pursuant  to 
an  Agreement  dated  December  19,  1964, 
between  Applicant  and  NODAK,  it  has 
agreed  to  pay  $79,412.15  as  consideration 
for  the  transfer  of  these  facilities. 
Applicant  further  represents  that  this 
consideration  was  arrived  at  through 
negotiations  of  representatives  of  Appli¬ 
cant  and  NODAK  as  being  a  fair  value  of 
the  properties  involved,  giving  weight, 
among  other  things,  to  the  fact  that 
Applicant  is  now  furnishing  electric 
energy  in  the  City  of  Grand  Forks  and 
to  the  present  and  potential  earning 
power  of  the  properties  being  acquired. 
According  to  the  application,  there  will 
be  no  change  in  the  use  of  these  facili¬ 
ties  after  their  acquisition  by  Applicant 
which  will  undertake  all  duties  and  legal 
obligations  with  respect  to  such  facilities 
and  their  operation. 

Applicant  states  that  upon  the  con¬ 
summation  of  the  transaction  described 
above,  the  electric  distribution  faculties 
to  be  acquired  by  Applicant  from  NODAK 
will  be  integrated  into  Applicant’s  sys¬ 
tem,  and  the  services  of  Applicant’s  or¬ 
ganization  will  be  available.  Applicant 
further  states  that  no  change  in  rates  Is 
contemplated  for  a  year  or  two  as 
NODAK’s  commercial  and  industrial 
rates  are  generally  lower  than  AppU- 
cant’s  in  this  area.  However,  where  a 
lower  bill  would  obtain  by  applsdng  any 
applicable  rate  of  Applicant  now  in  ef¬ 
fect,  Applicant  proposes  to  permit  cus¬ 
tomers  to  elect  to  have  such  rate  applied. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1965,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington.  D.C., 
20426,  petitions  or  protests  in  accordance 
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with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  The  application 
is  on  file  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1127:  Piled,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI65-465,  etc.] 

STELLA  DYSART  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in 
Rates,  and  Allowing  Rate  Changes 
To  Become  Effective  Subject  to 
Refund  ^ 

January  27, 1965. 

The  Respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  changes  in  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate  sched¬ 
ules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  under  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in 
Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  imreasonable. 


unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
public  hearings  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until’’  column,  and  thereafter  until  made 
effective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act:  Provided,  hoivever.  That  the 
supplements  to  the  rate  schedules  filed  by 
Respondents,  as  set  forth  herein,  shall 
become  effective  subject  to  refund  on  the 
date  and  in  the  manner  herein  prescribed 
if  within  20  days  from  the  date  of  the 
issuance  of  this  order  Respondents  shall 
each  execute  and  file  under  its  above- 
designated  docket  number  with  the  Sec¬ 


retary  of  the  Commission  its  agreement 
and  undertaking  to  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  and  reporting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
S  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder, 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  showing 
service  of  copies  thereof  upon  all  pur¬ 
chasers  under  the  rate  schedule  involved. 
Unless  Respondents  are  advised  to  the 
contrary  within  15  days  after  the  filing 
of  their  respective  agreements  and  un¬ 
dertakings,  such  agreements  and  under¬ 
takings  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
accepted. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f) )  on  or  before  March  17, 1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 


Appendix  A 


Supple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Effective 

date 

Date  sus- 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 

Docket 

No. 

Resftondeiit 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Purcha-ior  aiul  producing  area 

of  annual 
increase 

filing 

tendered 

unless 

su.s- 

pcnde<l 

1 

;  pended 

1  until— 

1 

! 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

ject  to 
refund  in 
docket 
Nos. 

RI65-465... 

Stella  Dysart,  220 
Simms  Bide.,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  N.  Mex., 
87101. 

1 

1 

1 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Basin- 
Dakota  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.)  (San  Juan  Basin  Area). 

$900 

1 

1-4-65 

« 2-4-65 

*2-5-65 

1 

•13.0 

‘••14.0 

BI65-466... 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Qas 

Co.  (Operator), 
et  al.  Post  Office 

Box  521,  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  74102. 

259 

1 

Cities  Service  Co.  (West  Medicine 
Lodge  Field,  Barber  County, 
Kans.). 

1,984 

1-4-65 

’  2-4  65 

*2-5-65 

! 

»13.0 

1 1 10 14. 0 

>  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory  •  Includes  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum  guarantee  for  liquids, 

notice.  J  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  requested  by  Respondent. 

*  The  suspension  period  is  limited  to  1  day.  '  Renegotiated  rate  increase. 

<  Periodic  rate  increase.  '  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

*  Pressure  base  is  15.025  p.s.i.a.  Subject  to  a  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 


Stella  Dysart  (Dysart)  requests  that  her 
proposed  rate  increase  be  permitted  to  be- 
emne  effective  as  of  January  1,  1964,  the 
contractually  provided  effective  date.  Good 
cause  has  not  been  shown  lor  waiving  the 
30-day  notice  requirement  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  permit 
aix  earlier  effective  date  lor  Dysart's  rate  filing 
and  such  request  is  denied. 

Dysart  did  not  Include  as  part  ol  her  pro¬ 
posed  rate  Increase  the  contractually  pro¬ 
vided  lor  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum  guar¬ 
antee  lor  Uquids.  The  addition  ol  this 
minimum  guarantee  ol  1.0  cent  per  Mcl  to 
the  base  rate  results  in  a  total  rate  in  excess 
ol  the  13.0  cents  per  Mcf  area  celling  lor  in¬ 
creased  rates  in  the  San  Juan  Basin  Area 
as  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s  Statement 
ol  General  Policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended 
[18  CFR,  Ch.  I,  Part  2,  {  2.56].  Dysart  has 
advised  that  she  Is  not  willing  to  file  a  uni¬ 
lateral  waiver  of  such  guarantee  at  this  time. 
Under  the  circumstances,  we  conclude  that 
Dysart’s  rate  filing  should  be  suspended  for 
one  day  from  February  4,  1965,  the  date  ol 
expiration  of  the  statutory  notice. 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Operator),  et  al. 
(Sinclair)  related  contract  was  executed 


*  Does  not  consolidate  lor  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


subsequent  to  September  28,  1960,  the  date 
ol  issuance  of  the  Commission’s  Statement 
ol  General  Policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended,  and 
the  proposed  rate  is  above  the  applicable 
area  celling  for  increased  rates  but  does  not 
exceed  the  applicable  ceiling  price  lor  initial 
rates  in  the  area  Involved.  We  believe,  in 
this  situation,  that  Sinclair’s  rate  filing 
should  be  suspended  lor  one  day  from  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1965,  the  proposed  effective  date. 

[FJR.  Doc.  65-1128;  Filed,  Feb,  2.  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  RI65-467  etc.] 

ROBINSON  BROS.  OIL  PRODUCERS 
ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates  ^ 

January  27,  1965. 

The  Respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate  sched- 


iDoes  not  consolidate  lor  bearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  ol  the  several  matters  herein. 


ules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  imder  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  In  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as 
ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  thek  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “£>ate  Suspended 
Until’’  column,  and  thereafter  until  made 
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Wednesday,  February  3,  2965 

effective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 


position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
Appendix  A 


of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f ) )  on  or  before  March  17, 
1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 


Rate  1 

Supple- 

Pureliaser  and  producing  area 

.Amount 

Date 

Effective 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rat?  in 
effect  sub- 

Docket 

No. 

Respondent  s 

KlHxlule 

No. 

ment 

No. 

of 

annual 

increase 

filing 

tendered 

date  un¬ 
less  sus¬ 
pended 

sus¬ 

pended 

until 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

ject  to  re¬ 
fund  in 
docket  Nos. 

BI65-467... 

Robinson  Bros.  Oil 
Producers,  Post 

Offloc  Box  430, 
Borger,  Tex.,  Attn: 
Mr.  A.  L. 

Robinson. 

1 

1 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Caprock 
Area,  Chaves  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

12-28-64 

>2-  1-65 

7-  1-65 

*•  1.5.5598 

5  « •  16. 5598 

BI65-4f.8... 

Roy  L.  Cook,  Post 
Ollloe  Box  696,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  N. 

Mcx.,  87103. 

4 

3 

Soutliem  Union  Gatliering  Co., 
(Basin-Dakota  Field,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mcx.)  (San  Juan 
Basin  Area). 

317  j 

•  1-  4-65 

s  2-  4-65 

7-  4-65 

1 

13.0 

»•»  14.0578 

B165-169... 

Davis-Noland-Merrill 
Grain  Co.,  Board  of 
Trade  Bldg., 

Kansas  City  5,  Mo. 

1  1 

2 

Zenith  Gas  System,  Inc.  (.Aetna 
Field,  Barber  County,  Kans.). 

2,670 

1-4^ 

‘ 2-  4-65 

7-  4-65 

12.0 

‘»13.0 

R 160-313. 

BI65-iT0... 

J.  M.  Ilubcr  Corp., 
2401  East  2d 

Avenue,  Denver, 
Colo.,  80206. 

34 

1  ^ 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America  (Cliunn  (Morrow) 
Field,  Hansford  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  10). 

192 

1-  4-65 

» 2-  4-65 

7-  4-65 

n 17. 5670 

*■!«  17.9708 

RI63  298. 

B165  4T1... 

Davon  Drilling  Co., 
(Operator),  et  al.. 
Post  OiHce  Box 
12509,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

1 

2 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Florence 
Field,  Alfalfa  and  Grant  Coun¬ 
ties,  Okla.)  (Oklahoma  “Otlier” 
Area). 

9,696 

1-  6-65 

>2-  6-65 

7-  6-65 

»  12.0 

«liiil4.0 

BI65-472... 

Aylward  Drilling 
(30.  (Operator),  et 
al.,  909  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg., 
W'ichita,  Kans. 

2 

6 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (.Stumph- 
Smith  Field,  Barber  County, 
Kans.). 

14,970 

1‘  12-28-64 

J 1-28-65 

6-28-65 

w  13.0 

4  n  u  14.0 

Q-20544. 

•  The  stated  effective  date  Is  tlic  effective  date  propo-sed  l)y  Resixindent. 

I  Periodic  rate  increase. 

‘  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

» Inelude.s  0.0698  cent  per  Met  tax  reimbursement. 

•  Initial  rate. 

’  Filing  completed  January  11,  1965  (tax. reimbursement  correction). 

•  Tlie  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  tlic  required  statutory 
notice. 


•  Pressure  base  is  15.025  p.s.i.a. 

Includes  partial  reimbursement  for  0.55  percent  increase  in  New  Mexico  School 
Tax. 

“  Renegotiated  rate  increase. 

Two-step  periodic  rate  increase. 

.Hubject  to  a  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

D  Filing  completed  January  8, 1965. 


Roy  L.  Cook  requests  that  his  proposed 
rate  increase  be  allowed  to  become  effective 
as  of  January  1,  1964,  the  contractually  pro¬ 
vided  effective  date.  Davis-Noland-Merrill 
Grain  Co.  requests  an  effective  date  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1964;  J.  M.  Huber  Corp.  requests  an 
effective  date  of  January  23,  1965,  and  Davon 
Drilling  Co.  (Operator),  et  al.,  request  that 
their  proposed  rate  Increase  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  of  January  1, 1965.  Good 
cause  has  not  been  shown  for  waiving  the 
30-day  notice  requirement  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  permit 
earlier  effective  dates  for  the  aforementioned 
producers’  rate  filings  and  such  requests  are 
denied. 

All  of  the  proposed  Increased  rates  and 
charges  exceed  the  applicable  area  price 
levels  for  increased  rates  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  Ch.  I,  Part  2, 
12.56). 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-1129:  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

SECURITY-PEOPLES  TRUST  CO. 

Order  Approving  Merger  of  Banks 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Security-Peoples  Trust  Co.  for  approval 
of  merger  with  the  Girard  Battles  Na¬ 
tional  Bank. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  the  Bank  Merger 
Act  of  1960  (12  U.S.C.  1828(c)).  an  ap¬ 
plication  by  Security-Peoples  Trust  Co., 
Erie,  Pa.,  a  State  member  bank  of  the 


Federal  Reserve  System,  for  the  Board's 
prior  approval  of  the  merger  of  that  bank 
and  the  Girard  Battles  National  Bank, 
Girard,  Pa.,  under  the  charter  and  title 
of  Security-Peoples  Trust  Co.  As  an 
incident  to  the  merger,  the  three  offices 
of  the  Girard  Battles  National  Bank 
would  become  branches  of  Security- 
Peoples  Trust  Co.  Notice  of  the  proposed 
merger,  in  form  approved  by  the  Board, 
has  been  published  pursuant  to  said  Act. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  in  the  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  said  Act,  including  reports  furnished 
by  the  Comptroller  of  the  (Currency,  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corp.,  and  the 
Department  of  Justice  on  the  competitive 
factors  involved  in  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  for  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement'  of 
this  date,  that  said  application  be  and 
hereby  is  approved,  provided  that  said 
merger  shall  not  be  consummated  (a) 
within  seven  calendar  days  after  the  date 
of  this  Order,  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  said  date. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  January  1965. 


>  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland.  Concurring 
Statement  of  Governors  Mitchell  and  Daane 
and  Dissenting  Statement  of  Governor 
Robertson  also  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document  and  avaUable  upon  request. 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.’ 

[SEAL]  Merritt  Sherman, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-1104:  Filed,  Feb.  2.  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHAN6E 
COMMISSIDN 

[File  No.  812-1716] 

GOLCONDA  MINING  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Order  of 
Temporary  Exemption 

January  27,  1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Golconda 
Mining  Corp.  (Applicant) ,  Wallace, 
Idaho,  an  Idaho  corporation,  has  filed 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(Act)  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
temporarily  exempting  it  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  7  of  the  Act.  Appli¬ 
cant,  in  requesting  such  temporary  ex¬ 
emption,  has  agreed  that  Applicant  and 
other  persons  in  their  transactions  and. 
relations  with  it  shall  be  subject  to  all 
other  provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  re¬ 
spective  rules  and  regulations  promul- 


*  Voting  for  this  action :  Chairman  Martin, 
and  Governors  Balderston,  Mills,  Shepardson. 
Mitchell,  and  Daane.  V':tlng  against  this  ac¬ 
tion:  Governor  Robertson. 
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gated  under  each  of  such  provisions  as 
though  Applicant  were  a  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company  except  section  8(b), 
section  30(a),  section  30(b),  section  30 
(d) .  section  30(f)  in  so  far  as  it  incorpo¬ 
rates  section  16(a)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  and  section  32(a)  of 
the  Act,  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  full  state¬ 
ment  of  Applicant’s  representations, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Applicant  filed  on  August  14,  1964,  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  3(b)  (2) 
of  the  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  declaring  that  it  is  not  an  investment 
company.  Section  3(b)  (2)  provides  that 
the  filing  of  an  application  thereunder 
shall  exempt  the  applicant  for  a  period 
of  60  days  from  all  provisions  of  the  Act 
applicable  to  investment  companies  as 
such. 

The  60-day  period  of  exemption  ex¬ 
pired  on  October  12,  1964.  The  Appli¬ 
cant,  which  has  not  registered  as  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  under  the  Act,  has 
filed  an  amendment  to  the  application 
under  section  3(b)  (2)  requesting  an  or¬ 
der  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  exempting 
it  from  section  7  of  the  Act  from  October 
12,  1964,  until  such  time  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  acted  upon  the  application  under 
section  3(b)  (2)  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that,  in  respect 
to  the  application  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Act  for  an  order  of  temporary 
exemption,  any  interested  person  may, 
not  later  than  17th  day  of  February 
1965,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reasons  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  appli¬ 
cant  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of 
an  attomey-at-law  by  certificate)  shall 
be  filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  imder  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein,  as  amended,  may  be  i^ued  by 
the  Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the  in¬ 
formation  stated  in  said  application,  un¬ 
less  an  order  for  hearing  thereon  shall  be 
issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc  65-1131;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[FUe  No.  812-1693] 

INVESTORS  SYNDICATE  OF 
AMERICA,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Authorizing  Uninsured  Prop¬ 
erty  Improvement  Loans  as  Quali¬ 
fied  Investments 

January  27, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Investors 
Syndicate  of  America,  Inc.  (Applicant), 
a  face-amount  certificate  company  reg¬ 
istered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (Act) ,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  an  order  pursuant  to  section 
28(b)  of  the  Act.  Applicant -seeks  an 
order  authorizing  as  qualified  invest¬ 
ments  for  Applicant  uninsured  property 
improvement  loans,  since  section  28(b) 
of  the  Act,  as  presently  implemented  by 
rules  and  orders  of  the  Commission,  does 
not  include  uninsured  property  improve¬ 
ment  loans  within  the  category  of  quali¬ 
fied  investments.  Applicant  is  required 
to  invest  its  assets  in  amounts  equal  to 
its  face-amount  certificate  reserves  and 
capital  stock  in  qualified  investments. 

Under  section  28(b)  of  the  Act  quali¬ 
fied  investments  are  defined  to  mean  in¬ 
vestments  of  a  kind  which  life-insurance 
companies  are  permitted  to  invest  in  or 
hold  imder  the  provisions  of  the  Code  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  such  other 
investments  as  the  Commission  shall  by 
rule,  regulation  or  order  authorize  as 
qualified  investments.  Pursuant  to  the 
authority  granted  by  section  28(b),  this 
Commission  on  February  9,  1960,  issued 
an  order  (Investment  Company  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  2973),  subject  to  certain  con¬ 
ditions,  which  authorized  as  quahfied 
investments  for  applicant  property  im¬ 
provement  loans  insured  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  the  Federal  Housing  Adminis¬ 
tration  (“FHA”)  under  the  provisions  of 
Title  I  of  the  National  Housing  Act. 
Under  this  order.  Applicant  must  limit 
its  holdings  of  FHA  insured  property  im¬ 
provement  loans  to  an  amount  not  in 
excess  of  15  percent  of  its  total  qualified 
investments. 

Applicant’s  wholly-owned  subsidiary. 
Investors  Syndicate  Credit  Corp. 
(Credit) ,  engages  in  the  purchasing  and 
servicing  of  property  improvement  notes. 
Uninsured  property  improvement  notes 
will  be  purcha^  by  applicant  only  from 
Credit  and  will  be  endorsed  by  Credit 
with  recourse.  ’The  maximum  principal 
amount  of  an  uninsured  property  im¬ 
provement  loan  will  be  $5,000  per  prop¬ 
erty,  regardless  of  the  number  of  units 
of  which  the  property  may  be  com¬ 
prised.  Obligors  on  uninsured  notes  will 
be  required  to  have  an  interest  in  the 
property  of  the  kind  prescribed  by  the 
FHA  r^ulations  for  FTIA  insured  loans. 
Applicant  will  not  include  as  qualified 
investments  any  uninsured  loans  of 
which  more  than  10  percent  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  will  be  used  for  any  purposes 
Included  in  the  FHA  “List  of  Ineligible 


Items’’  set  forth  in  §  201.7  of  the  FHA 
regulations.  Credit  will  use  the  same 
credit  standards  and  procedures  in  the 
evaluations  of  uninsured  loans  sold  to 
applicant  as  it  uses  with  respect  to  FHA 
insured  loans  it  sells  to  Applicant. 

The  requested  order  would  be  condi¬ 
tioned  as  follows: 

(1)  Applicant  would  only  purchase 
uninsured  property  Improvement  paper 
of  the  character  described  in  the  applica¬ 
tion; 

(2)  Applicant  will  purchase  property 
improvement  loans,  both  FHA  insured 
and  uninsured,  in  an  aggregate  amount 
not  in  excess  of  15  percent  of  applicant’s 
total  qualified  investments,  provided  that 
not  more  than  5  percent  of  its  total  quali¬ 
fied  assets  shall  be  invested  in  uninsured 
property  improvement  loans ; 

(3)  Investments  v.’ill  be  carried  on 
Applicant’s  books  at  the  unpaid  principal 
balance  of  the  notes  less  the  unamortized 
discount; 

(4)  Applicant  will  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  end  of 
each  calendar  quarter  statements  reflect¬ 
ing  investment  and  loss  experience  in 
respect  to  holdings  and  transactions  in 
uninsured  property  improvement  loans; 

(5)  In  any  calendar  year  applicant 
will  not  purchase  uninsured  property 
improvement  loans  having  a  maturity  of 
more  than  5  years  in  excess  of  20  percent 
of  the  dollar  amount  of  all  such  loans 
purchased  in  any  one  year; 

(6)  Applicant  will  not  purchase  as 
qualified  investments  any  further  un¬ 
insured  property  improvement  loans 
when  the  aggregate  dollar  amount  of  the 
unpaid  balance  of  uninsured  property 
improvement  loans  repurchased  by  Cred¬ 
it  under  its  recourse  endorsement  ex¬ 
ceeds  5  percent  of  the  difference  between 

(a)  the  aggregate  dollar  volume  of  un¬ 
insured  property  improvement  loans 
purchased  by  applicant  from  Credit  and, 

(b)  the  aggregate  unpaid  balance  on 
such  loans. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1965,  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  theraon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  at- 
torney-at-law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  such  date,  as  provided 
by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and  Regula- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


1139 


Wednesday,  February  3,  1965 

tlons  promulgated  under  the  Act,  an 
order  disposing  of  the  application  may  be 
issu^  by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  the  applica¬ 
tion.  imless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  the 
application  shall  be  issued  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IPR.  Doc.  65-1132:  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Secretary’s  Order  No.  36-64] 

MANPOWER  ADMINISTRATOR 
ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority  and  Assign¬ 
ment  of  Responsibility  for  the  Farm 
Labor  Contractor  Registration  Act 
of  1963 

1.  Purpose.  To  delegate  authority  and 
assign  responsibility  for  performance  of 
functions  assigned  to  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  pursuant  to  the  Farm  Labor  Con¬ 
tractor  Registration  Act  of  1963. 

2.  Authority  and  directives  affected. 

a.  This  order  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act  of  March  4.  1913,  as  amended  (37 
Stat.  736;  5UJS.C.611),R.S.  161  (5U.S.C. 
22),  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950 
(15  FJl.  3174;  64  Stat.  1263;  5  U.S.C.  611, 
Note),  PL  88-582  (78  Stat.  920). 

b.  All  orders,  instructions  and  memo¬ 
randa  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  or  other 
officials  of  the  Department  of  Labor  are 
superseded  to  the  extent  that  they  are 
inconsistent  herewith. 

3.  Background.  The  Farm  Labor 
Contractor  Registration  Act  of  1963  is 
designed  to  curb  the  unfair  practices  of 
irresponsible  contractors  of  migrant  ag¬ 
ricultural  laborers  who  exploit  producers 
of  agricultural  products,  migrant  agri¬ 
cultural  workers  and  the  general  public. 
The  Act  requires  all  persons  engaged  as 
farm  labor  contractors,  as  the  term  is 
defined  in  the  Act,  to  obtain  a  certificate 
of  registration  from  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  and  prescribes  the  qualifications 
and  conditions  imder  which  the  certifi¬ 
cates  may  be  issued  and  continued.  ’The 
Secretary  of  Labor  is  re^mnsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  and  is  authorized  to  prescribe  ap¬ 
propriate  rules  and  regulations  required 
in  its  administration. 

4.  Delegation  of  authority  and  assign¬ 
ment  of  responsibility — a.  Manpower 
Administrator.  (1)  Subject  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  direction  of  the  Under  Secretary  and 
subject  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Under  Secretary  for  determining  and 
Interpreting  policy  with  respect  to  farm 
labor  programs  and  activities,  and  co¬ 
ordinating  such  activities  of  Department 
of  Labor  administrations,  bureaus  and 
offices,  the  Manpower  Administrator  is 
delegated  the  authority  and  assigned  the 
responsibility  to  perform  the  functions 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Labor  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farm  Labor  Contractor 
Registration  Act  of  1963,  except  the 


bringing  of  legal  proceedings  under  the 
Act,  the  determination  in  each  case 
whether  such  proceedings  are  appro¬ 
priate  to  be  made  by  the  Solicitor  of 
Labor. 

(2)  In  the  exercise  of  this  delegation 
the  Manpower  Administrator  shall  utilize 
to  the  fullest  extent  possible  the  special 
knowledge  and  experience  of  all  ad¬ 
ministrations,  bureaus  and  offices  of  the 
Department  of  Labor  in  the  formulation 
and  development  of  standards  and  poli¬ 
cies  in  the  administration  of  the  Act. 

(3)  The  Manpower  Administrator  is 
authorized  to  redelegate  the  authority 
given  to  him  by  this  order,  provided  that 
such  redelegation  is  exercised  under  his 
general  direction  and  control. 

b.  Director.  Bureau  of  Labor  Stand¬ 
ards.  Subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Labor  Standards, 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Standards  shall  advise  and  assist  the 
Manpower  Administrator  on  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  development  and  implemen¬ 
tation  of  standards  and  policies  incident 
to  the  administration  of  the  Act. 

c.  Solicitor  of  Labor.  The  Solicitor  of 
Labor  is  responsible  for  furnishing  all 
legal  advice  and  assistance  in  connection 
with  the  administraton  of  the  Act. 

5.  Effective  date.  This  order  is  effec¬ 
tive  immediately. 

Dated:  November  3, 1964. 

W.  Willard  Wirtz, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1134:  PUed,  Feb.  2,  1965: 

8:46  ajn.] 

[Secretary’s  Order  No.  37-64] 

ADMINISTRATOR,  BUREAU  OF  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  SECURITY,  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority  anct^  Assign¬ 
ment  of  Responsibility  for  the  Farm 

Labor  Contractor  Registration  Act 

of  1963 

1.  Purpose.  To  redelegate  authority 
delegated  to  the  Manpower  Administra¬ 
tor  for  performance  of  functions  assigned 
to  the  Secretary  of  Labor  pursuant  to  the 
Farm  Labor  Contractor  Registration  Act 
of  1963. 

2.  Authority  and  directives  affected. 
a.  This  order  is  issued  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
retary’s  Order  No.  36-64  which  delegates 
to  the  Manpower  Administrator  author¬ 
ity  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
administration  of  the  Farm  Labor  Con¬ 
tractor  Registration  Act  of  1963  and 
authorizes  the  redelegation  of  this 
authority. 

b.  All  orders,  instructions  and  memo¬ 
randa  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  or  other 
officials  of  the  Department  of  Labor  are 
superseded  to  the  extent  that  they  are 
inconsistent  herewith. 

3.  Background.  The  administration 
of  Uie  Farm  Labor  Contractor  Registra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1963  calls  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  programs  and  operations  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  issuance,  renewal,  and  when 
necessary,  the  suspension  and  revocation 
of  certificates  of  registration  to  farm 
labor  contractors.  The  Act  authorizes 
the  formulation  of  agreements  with 
other  Federal  and  State  agencies  to 


utilize  the  facilities  and  services  of  these 
agencies  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

4.  Delegation  of  authority  and  assign¬ 
ment  of  responsibility.  a.  The  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Bureau  of  Employment  Security, 
shall  have  responsibility  for: 

(1)  Developing  standards  and  policies 
in  the  administration  of  the  Farm  Labor 
Contractor  Registration  Act  of  1963. 

(2)  Formulating  and  promulgating 
rules  and  regulations  required  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Act. 

(3)  Determining  the  eligibility  of  ap¬ 
plicants  for  certificates  of  registration 
under  the  Act. 

(4)  Providing  for  the  issuance,  re¬ 
newal,  suspension  and  revocation  of  cer¬ 
tificates  of  registration  as  provided  in  the 
Act. 

(5)  Conducting  such  investigations 
and  inspections  as  are  required  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  eligibility  of  a  farm  labor  con¬ 
tractor  for  a  certificate  of  registration  or 
to  determine  if  any  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  have  been  violated. 

(€)  Entering  into  agreements  with 
Federal  or  State  agencies  to  utilize  the 
services  and  facilities  of  such  agencies 
in  the  administration  of  the  Act  and  del¬ 
egating  such  authority,  except  rulemak¬ 
ing,  to  those  agencies  as  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act. 

b.  The  Administrator,  Bureau  of  Em¬ 
ployment  Security,  is  auUiorized  to  re¬ 
delegate  the  authority  given  to  him  by 
this  order,  provided  that  such  redelega¬ 
tion  is  exercised  under  his  general  direc¬ 
tion  and  control. 

5.  Effective  date.  This  order  is  effec¬ 
tive  immediately. 

Dated:  November  3,  1964. 

John  C.  Donovan, 
Manpower  Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1136:  PUed,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:47  a.in.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

January  29,  1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39541:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Eastern  Central.'  Filed  by  the 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  305) ,  for  inter¬ 
ested  carriers.  Rates  on  various  com¬ 
modities  moving  on  class  rates  over  joint 
routes  of  applicant  rail  and  motor  car¬ 
riers,  between  points  in  Central  States 
territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in 
Middle  Atlantic  and  New  England  terri¬ 
tories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 
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Tariff :  20th  revised  page  47-A  to  East¬ 
ern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Association, 
Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MF-ICC  A-230. 

PSA  No.  39542:  Joint  motor-rail 
Rates — Eastern  Central.  Piled  by  the 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  306) ,  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 
moving  on  class  rates  over  joint  routes  of 
applicant  rail  and  motor  carriers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Central  States  territory, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Middle 
Atlantic  and  New  England  territories,  on 
the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  12th  revised  page  118-A  to 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MP-ICC  A-230. 

PSA  No.  39543:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Eastern  Central.  Piled  by  the 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  307),  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 
moving  on  class  and  commodity  rates 
over  joint  routes  of  applicant  rail  and 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  Central 
States  territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  in  Middle  Atlantic  and  New  Eng¬ 
land  territories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  28th  revised  page  222  to  East¬ 
ern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Association, 
Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MP-ICC  A-230. 

PSA  No.  39544:  Liquid  caustic  soda  to 
Thomaston,  Ga.  Piled  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4629) ,  for  interested  rail 
canders.  Rates  on  liquid  caustic  soda, 
in  tank-car  loads,  from  Geismar,  La.,  to 
Thomaston,  Ga. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Traiff:  Supplement  47  to  Southern 
Preight  Association,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
S-397. 

PSA  No.  39545:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Central  and  Southern.  Piled  by 
Central  And  Southern  Motor  Preight 
Tariff  Association,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  90) , 
for  interested  carriers.  Rates  on  various 
commodities  moving  on  class  and  com¬ 
modity  rates  over  joint  routes  of  appli¬ 
cant  rail  and  motor  carriers,  between 
points  in  southern  territory,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  points  in  Central  States  terri¬ 
tory,  on  the  other. 

Groimds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  44  to  Central  and 
Southern  Motor  Preight  Tariff  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MP-ICC  286. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Bertha  P.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1146;  Piled,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  15] 

FINANCE  APPLICATIONS 

January  29, 1965. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Requirements  govern¬ 
ing  notice  of  filing  of  applications  un¬ 
der  sections  20a  except  (12)  and  214 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  The 


Commission’s  order  of  May  20, 1964,  pro¬ 
viding  for  such  publication  of  notice, 
was  published  in  the  Pederal  Register 
issue  of  July  31, 1964  (29  FR  11126) ,  and 
became  effective  October  1, 1964. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences,  if  any,  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m., 
U.S.  standard  time  unless  otherwise 
specified. 

P.D.  No.  23471 — By  application  filed 
January  25,  1965,  the  New  York  Central 
Railroad  Co.,  466  Lexington  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10017,  seeks  authority 
to  assume  obligation  and  liability  in  re¬ 
spect  of  $4,500,000  par  value  of  New 
York  Central  Railroad  Equipment  Trust 
of  1965  Equipment  Trust  Certificates. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  L.  Thomas  Houser, 
corporate  attorney,  the  New  York  Cen¬ 
tral  Railroad  Co.,  466  Lexington  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10017.  Protests  must  be 
filed  no  later  than  15  days  from  date  of 
publication  in  the  Pederal  Register. 

P.D.  No.  23473 — By  application  filed 
January  25,  1965,  Chicago,  Burlington 
&  Quincy  Railroad  Co.,  547  West  Jackson 
Boulevard,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60606,  seeks 
authority  to  assume  obligation  and  lia¬ 
bility  in  respect  of  $5,700,000  principal 
amount  of  trust  certificates  to  be  issued 
pursuant  to  Chicago,  Burlington  & 
Quincy  Railroad  Equipment  Trust  No. 
1  of  1965.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Eldon 
Martin,  vice  president  and  general  coun¬ 
sel,  547  West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  60606.  Protests  must  be  filed 
no  later  than  15  days  from  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Pederal  Register. 

P.D.  No.  23474 — By  application  filed 
January  25,  1965,  Cadillac  &  Lake  City 
Railway  Co.,  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Post  OfiBce  Box  201,  Lake  City, 
Mich.,  49651,  seeks  authority  to  issue  an 
additional  2,000  shares  of  its  common 
stock,  $10  par  value  per  share.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorneys;  Clifford  P.  Lenten, 
chairman  of  the  board.  Post  Office  Box 
201,  Lake  City,  Mich.,  49651,  and  Fred¬ 
erick  G.  Dewey,  2006  Dime  Building, 
Detroit  26,  Mich.  Protests  must  be  filed 
no  later  than  15  days  from  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1147;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Disaster  Order  9,  Arndt.  1] 

NORTHWESTERN  PACIFIC  RAILROAD 
CO. 

Amendment  of  Disaster  Order 

In  the  matter  of  relief  imder  section  22 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Disaster 
Order  No.  9  entered  January  21,  1965, 
responsive  to  an  application  filed  by  the 
Northwestern  Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  and 
upon  consideration  of  an  application 
filed  by  the  Southern  Pacific  Co.  request¬ 
ing  entry  of  an  order  imder  section  22  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  authoriz¬ 
ing  railroads  subject  to  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  participating  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  property  to  or  from  stations 
on  the  Areata  and  Mad  River  Railroad 


Co.  and  the  Northwestern  Pacific  Rail- 
road  Co.  north  of  Longvale,  Calif.,  in 
which  area  damage  to  property  and  dis¬ 
ruption  of  rail  transportation  facilities 
has  resulted  because  of  recent  floods,  to 
establish  and  maintain  reduced  rates  to 
and  from  such  stations  with  the  object 
of  providing  relief  to  shippers  and  re¬ 
ceivers  of  carload  freight: 

It  is  ordered,  ’That  Disaster  Order  No. 

9  of  January  21, 1965,  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
amended  to  provide  that  the  authority 
therein  granted  to  establish  and  main¬ 
tain  imtil  April  21, 1965,  reduced  rates  in 
the  manner  proposed  in  the  application 
responsive  to  which  said  Disaster  Order 
No.  9  was  issued,  shall  also  apply  to  es¬ 
tablish  and  maintain  until  April  21, 1965, 
in  like  manner  reduced  rates  with  the 
object  of  providing  relief  to  shippers  and 
receivers  of  carload  freight  in  the  disas¬ 
ter  area  described  in  said  order,  who,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  disruption  of  rail  service 
caused  by  floods,  are  required  to  and  do 
assume  the  cost  of  transporting  freight 
by  highway  to  or  from  stations  on  the 
Areata  and  Mad  River  Railroad  Co.  and 
the  Northwestern  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 
north  of  Longvale,  Calif.,  from  or  to 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  stations  of  Ander¬ 
son,  Kett,  and/or  Redding,  Calif. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  second 
ordering  paragraph  of  Disaster  Order  No. 

9  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  class  of 
persons  entitled  to  such  reduced  rates  is 
hereby  defined  as  persons  receiving  or 
shipping  carload  freight  at  stations  north 
of  Longvale,  Calif,  on  the  lines  of  the 
railroads  named  in  the  preceding  order¬ 
ing  paragraph,  who,  because  of  the  dis¬ 
ruption  of  rail  service  caused  by  the 
floods,  are  required  to  and  do  assume  the 
cost  of  transporting  the  freight  by  high¬ 
way  to  or  from  stations  ( 1 )  on  the  North¬ 
western  Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  Longvale 
and  south  to  and  including  Cloverdale, 
Calif.,  and  (2)  Anderson,  Kett  and  Red¬ 
ding,  Calif.,  stations  on  the  Southern 
Pacific  Co.,  and  who  ship  and  receive 
such  traffic  by  rail  at  such  stations  on 
the  Northwestern  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 
and  the  Southern  Pacific  Co. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  all  other 
respects  Disaster  Order  No.  9  shall  re¬ 
main  in  full  force  and  effect.  - 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  tariffs 
or  tariff  provisions  published  under  the 
authority  of  this  order,  as  amended,  shall 
explicitly  so  state  making  reference  to 
this  amended  order  by  number  and  date. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
to  the  affected  railroads  and  the  general 
public  shall  be  given  by  depositing  a  copy 
of  this  order  in  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  and  by  filing  a 
copy  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register;  and  that  copies  be  mailed 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Traffic  Executive 
Association,  Eastern  Railroads,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  the  chairman  of  the  Southern 
Freight  Association,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  the 
chairman  of  the  executive  committee, 
Western  Railroad  Traffic  Association, 
Chicago,  Bl.,  the  traffic  vice  president  of 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  to  the  president 
of  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association,  Washington,  D.C. 


■ 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  January  AX).  1965. 

By  the  Commission,  Vice  Chairman 
Bush. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Arhes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

ipil.  Doc.  65-1148;  Filed,  Feb.  2,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Notice  338] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

January  29, 1965. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have 
been  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957  (49  CFR 
211.1(c)(8))  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
taterested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1 
(d)  (4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time,  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  93682  (Deviation  No.  1), 
COLE’S  EXPRESS,  76  Dutton  Street, 
Bangor,  Maine,  filed  January  21,  1965. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
deviation  routes  as  follows;  (1)  From 
Portland,  Maine,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95  to  Brunswick,  Maine,  and  (2) 
from  Augusta,  Maine,  over  Interstate 
Highway  95  to  Bangor,  Maine,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  95  to  Stillwater, 
Maine,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2  to  Old  Town,  Maine,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  'The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  from 
Portland  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Bruns¬ 
wick,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  201 
through  Augusta  to  Waterville  (also  from 
Augusta  over  Maine  Highway  11  to 
Waterville) ,  thence  over  Maine  Highway 
11  to  Newport,  Maine,  thence  over  UJS. 
Highway  2  through  West  Enfield,  Maine, 
to  Macwahoc,  Maine  (also  from  Newport 
over  Maine  Highway  11  to  West  Enfield) , 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  2  to 
Houlton  (also  from  Macwahoc  over  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  Houlton) ,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  103017  (Deviation  No.  3), 
MERCURY  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  954  Hersey  Street,  St.  Paul  14, 
Minn.,  filed  January  15,  1965.  Carrier 
No.  22 - 6 


proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  From  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  over  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  90  near 
Tomah,  Wls.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  Chicago,  HL,  (2)  from 
junction  Interstate  Highways  90  and  94 
near  Madison,  Wis.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  (3) 
from  Milwaukee  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94  to  Chicago,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  (1)  from  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  172  west  of 
Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  172  to  Eau  Claire,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  53  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
Madison,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  18 
to  Milwaukee,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  36  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  45. 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  jimction 
Illinois  Highway  21,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  21  to  Chicago,  and  (2)  from 
Minneapolis  to  Madison  as  specified 
above,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
Chicago,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  218), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.  (CENTRAL 
GREYHOUND  LINES  DIVISION).  210 
East  Ninth  Street,  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage. 
and  express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Grand  Island, 
Nebr.,  over  U.S.  Highway  281  to  jimc- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  83,  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway 
83  to  North  Platte,  Nebr.,  and  over  the 
following  access  routes,  (a)  From  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  80  and  Nebraska 
Highway  44,  over  Nebraska  Highway  44 
to  Kearney,  Nebr.,  (b)  from  jimction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  and  U.S.  Highway 
183,  over  U.S.  Highway  183  to  Elm  Creek, 
Nebr.,  (c)  from  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  and  U.S.  Highway  283,  over  U.S. 
Highway  283  to  Lexington,  Nebr.,  (d) 
from  junction  Interstate  Highway  80 
and  Nebraska  Highway  21,  over  Nebraska 
Highway  21  to  Cozad,  Nebr.,  (e)  from 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80  and  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  47,  over  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  47  to  Gottenburg,  Nebr.,  and  (f) 
from  jimction  Interstate  Highway  80  and 
unnumbered  highway,  over  unnumbered 
highway  to  Maxwell,  Nebr.,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  and  the  same  prop¬ 
erty  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  Prom  Omaha.  Nebr.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  275  via  Valley,  Nebr.,  to  Fre¬ 
mont,  Nebr.,  thence  over  U.S,  Highway 
30  via  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  to  junction  relo¬ 
cated  U.S.  Highway  30  near  Medicine 
Bow,  Wyo.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 


No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  219). 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.  (CENTRAL 
GREYHOUND  LINES  DIVISION),  210 
East  Ninth  Street,  Forth  Worth,  Tex., 
filed  January  18,  1965.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Between  Springfield, 
Mo.,  and  Joplin,  Mo.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  44.  for  operating  convenience 
only.  'The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  and  the  same  property  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
Prom  Stafford,  Mo.,  over  Missouri  High¬ 
way  125  to  junction  relocated  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  over  relocated  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  Springfield,  thence  over 
Missouri  Highway  266  (formerly  portion 
of  UJS.  Highway  66)  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  66  west  of  Halltown,  Mo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  via  Baxter  Springs, 
Kans.,  and  Commerce  and  Sapulpa, 
Okla.,  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
near  Edmonds,  Okla.,  and  (2)  from  Jop¬ 
lin  over  Missouri  Highway  43  to  junction 
Missouri  Dual  Highway,  thence  over 
Missouri  Dual  Highway  to  the  Missourl- 
Oklahoma  State  line  (southwest  of  Jop¬ 
lin)  ,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1149;  Filed.  Feb.  2,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


[Notice  725] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 

CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

January  29. 1965. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  new  Special  Rule  1.247  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
December  3, 1963,  which  became  effective 
January  1,  1964. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

No.  MC  31600  (Sub-No.  579)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  December  23,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  13.  1965,  amended  January  22, 
1965,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  P.  B.  MUTRIE  MO¬ 
TOR  ’TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Cal¬ 
vary  Street,  Waltham,  Mass.,  02154. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr., 
’Transportation  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20006.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  commodities,  in  bulk,  between  points 
in  Bridgewater  Township,  N.J„  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
^ilassachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  Maryland.  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Restriction: 
The  proposed  service  is  to  be  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  only  shipments 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  rail. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  repubUcatlon 
Is  to  show  the  word  In  the  restriction  to  be 
of  in  lieu  of  on  as  was  previously  published. 
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HEARING:  February  15,  1965,  at  the 
offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C,,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Abraham  J.  Essrick. 

No.  MC  30727  (Sub-No.  19)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION),  filed  April  16.  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register,  issue  of  May  6, 
1964,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant  :  THE  BILLY  BAKER  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  Toledo,  Ohio.  Appliciant’s 
attorney,  Paul  F.  Beery,  44  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio.  By  application 
filed  April  16,  1964,  as  amended,  appli¬ 
cant  seeks  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  oper¬ 
ation  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  sand,  stone,  lime, 
gravel,  dirt,  and  bituminous  concrete,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  trucks,  ( 1 )  Between  points 
in  Paulding  County,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Hills¬ 
dale  Coimty,  Mich.,  and  (2)  from  points 
in  Paulding  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Steuben  and  DeKalb  Counties,  Ind.,  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  restriction  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  sand  from  Hillsdale  County, 
Mich.,  to  Paulding  County,  Ohio.  An 
Order.  Operating  Rights  Board  No.  1, 
dated  January  14,  1965,  served  January 
25,  1965,  finds  that  the  present  and  fu¬ 
ture  public  convenience  and  necessity 
re<iuire  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  crushed  limestone,  from  points 
in  Paulding  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Hillsdale  Coimty,  Mich.,  and  Steuben 
and  DeKalb  Counties,  In(i.;  and  that  be¬ 
cause  it  is  possible  that  other  parties, 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
application  as  published,  may  have  an 
interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by 
the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
sought,  a  notice  of  the  authority  actually 
granted  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  i^uance  of  a  certificate 
will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  such  publication,  during 
which  period  any  proper  party  in  inter¬ 
est  may  file  an  appropriate  protest  or 
other  pleading. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  356)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION),  filed  September  29,  1964, 
published  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
October  14,  1964,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  ROGE^  CARTAGE 
CO.,  Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney; 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  ni.  By  application  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29.  1964,  applicant  seeks  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  operation,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  spent  phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  (Charlotte,  Mich., 
to  Thomtown,  Ind.  An  Order,  Operating 
Rights  Board  No.  1,  dated  January  12, 
1965,  served  January  21,  1965,  finds  that 
the  present  and  future  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require  operation  by 
applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  of  spent 
phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Charlotte,  Mich.,  to  Thomtown 
Ind.;  and  that  because  it  is  possible  that 
other  parties,  who  have  relied  upon  the 
notice  of  the  application  as  previously 


published,  may  have  an  Interest  in  and 
would  be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper 
notice  of  the  author!^  granted,  a  notice 
of  the  authority  actually  granted  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  and 
issuance  of  a  certificate  will  be  withheld 
for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of 
such  publication,  during  which  period 
any  proper  party  in  interest  may  file  an 
appropriate  protest  or  other  pleading. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  487)  (RE¬ 
PUBLICATION)  ,  filed  July  6,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register,  issue  of  July  22, 
1964,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  INC.,  290  University  Avenue  SW., 
Atlanta.  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul 
M.  Daniell,  Suite  1600,  First  Federal 
Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Dry  powdered  shellac, 
refrigerated  at  temperatures  of  35* 
or  lower,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration.  (1)  From  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  to  Pensacola.  Fla.,  and  (2)  from 
Attleboro.  Mass.,  to  Atlanta  and  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga..  Monroe.  La.,  El  Dorado,  Ark., 
and  Dallas,  Tex.,  with  service  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  Savannah.  Ga..  and  Dallas,  Tex., 
restricted  to  stop-off  in  transit  for  partial 
unloading  service  only.  A  report  and 
order,  recommended  by  James  C.  Chesel- 
dine,  hearing  examiner,  served  December 
10, 1964,  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  (»>nvenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  dry  powdered  shellac,  (1)  from  Attle¬ 
boro,  Mass.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  (2)  from 
Atlanta.  Ga..  to  El  Dorado.  Ark.,  Pensa- 
(X)la,  Fla.,  Monroe,  La.,  and  Dallas,  Tex., 
subject  to  certain  conditions;  and  that 
an  appropriate  certificate  should  be  is¬ 
sued  30  days  after  the  date  of  republica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  authority  granted,  provided 
no  protest  or  petition  for  fimther  hearing 
is  received  during  such  period. 

No.  MC  125484  (Sub-No.  1)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION)  ,  filed  October  21. 1963,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1964,  and  republished,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  W.  BELL, 
doing  business  as  BELL’S  TOWING 
SERVICE,  TTiird  Street  and  Highway  80, 
Winterhaven,  Calif.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  L.  Campbell,  150  Court 
Street,  Yuma,  Ariz.  By  application  filed 
October  21,  1963,  as  amended,  Ra3rmond 
W.  Bell,  doing  business  as  Bell’s  Towing 
Service,  of  Winterhaven,  Calif.,  seeks  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  operation,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  of  wrecked  and  disabled 
vehicles  and  trailers,  and  wrecked  and 
disabled  farm  implements,  and  farm  ve¬ 
hicles,  between  points  in  Imperial 
County,  Calif.,  and  points  in  Yuma 
County,  Ariz.  The  application  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  Joint  Board  No.  47  for  hearing 
and  the  recommendation  of  an  appro¬ 
priate  order  thereon.  Hearing  was  held 
on  November  4,  1964,  at  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
At  the  hearing  the  applicant  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  sunend  his  application  to  in¬ 
clude  “wrecked  or  disabled  farm  im¬ 


plements  and  farm  vehicles*’  which  nec¬ 
essarily  broadened  the  scope  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  An  order  of  the  Commission, 
served  December  21,  1964,  which  became 
effective  January  21,  1965,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  of  wrecked 
or  disabled  vehicles  and  trailers,  and 
wrecked  or  disabled  farm  implements 
and  farm  machinery,  by  use  of  wrecker 
equipment  only,  between  points  in  Im¬ 
perial  County,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Yuma 
County,  Ariz.,  subject  to  the  (X)n(litions 
(1)  That  such  operations  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  separately  from  applicant’s  other 
business  activities,  and  (2)  that  sep¬ 
arate  accounts  and  records  therefor  shall 
be  maintained.  The  joint  board  further 
finds  that  applicant  is  fit.  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder;  that  an  appropriate  certifi¬ 
cate  should  be  issued  after  the  lapse  of 
30  days  from  the  date  of  republication 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  the  author¬ 
ity  here  granted,  provided  that  no  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  for  further  proceecUngs 
are  received  during  such  period. 

No.  MC  126405  (Sub-No.  1)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION).  filed  September  21.  1964, 
published  Federal  Register,  Issue  of 
October  7,  1964,  and  republished  this 
Issue.  Applicant;  CHARLES  L.  BARK- 
MAN,  SR.,  Coxsackie,  N.Y.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  H.  Brady.  Jr.,  75  State 
Street,  Albany,  N.Y.  By  application  filed 
September  21,  1964,  applicant  seeks  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  smd  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  operation,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  (ximmerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  cheese  curds  (in  cheesecloth 
bags  and  tins  on  ice) ,  from  Medusa,  N.Y.. 
to  New  York,  N.Y.  An  order.  Operating 
Rights  Board  No.  1,  dated  January  14, 
1965,  served  January  25,  1965,  finds  that 
the  present  and  future  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require  operation  by 
applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of  cheese 
curds,  from  Medusa,  N.Y.,  to  New  York. 
N.Y.;  and  that  because  it  is  possible  that 
other  parties  who  have  relied  upon  the 
notice  of  the  application  as  published, 
may  have  an  interest  in  and  would  be 
prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper  notice 
of  the  authority  described  in  the  find¬ 
ings.  a  notice  of  the  authority  actually 
granted  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  and  issuance  of  a  certificate 
will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  such  publication,  dur¬ 
ing  which  period  any  proper  party  in 
interest  may  file  an  appropriate  protest 
or  other  pleading. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petitions 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  137)  (PETI- 
■nON  FOR  MODIFICATION  OF  CER¬ 
TIFICATE  AND  REMOVE  LIMITA¬ 
TION  OF  FACmiTES  AT  OR  NEAR 
BLYTHEVULLE,  ARKANSAS) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965.  Petitioner:  GROEN- 
DYKE  TRANSPORT,  INC„  Enid,  Okla. 
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Petitioner  is  authorized  In  No.  MC  111401 
(Sub-No.  137)  to  conduct  operations  in 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions.  In  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles,  from  the  site  of  the  stor¬ 
age  and  production  facilities  of  the  Allied 
Chemical  Corp.,  at  or  near  Blytheville, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  and  Tennessee  (except  Kings¬ 
port),  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  By  the  instant  petition,  pe¬ 
titioner  requests  that  its  certificate  be 
modified  by  removing  the  limitation  of 
one  shipper,  so  that  its  certificate  will 
read:  "Nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  storage  and 
production  facilities  at  or  near  Blythe- 
vUle,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  and  Tennessee  (except 
Qngsport),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized."  Any  person  or  persons 
desiring  to  participate  in  this  proceeding, 
may,  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  file 
an  appropriate  pleading,  consisting  of  an 
original  and  six  copies  each. 

No.  MC  116208  (Sub-No.  1)  (PETI¬ 
TION  TO  SHOW  NEW  NAME  OP  CON¬ 
TRACTING  SHIPPER) .  filed  January  21, 
1965.  Petitioner:  C.  W.  SMITH,  doing 
business  as  LOADER  TRANSPORT. 
Peru,  Ind.  Petitioner’s  attorney :  Donald 
W.  Smith,  511  Fidelity  Building,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  Petitioner  holds  a  permit  in 
No.  MC  116208  (Sub-No.  1)  to  perform  a 
transportation  service,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
motor  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Manure  loaders 
and  accessories  therefor  when  shipped 
in  connection  therewith,  from  Peru,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Massachusetts, 
Maryland,  Nebraska,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  Michigan;  and  damaged 
and  defective  shipments,  on  return,  lim¬ 
ited  to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  undgf  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Freeman  Loader  Corp., 
Peru,  Ind.,  and  AUls-Chalmers  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  states  that 
Freeman  Loader  Corp.,  Peru,  Ind.,  was 
purchased  by  and  merged  into  General 
Bronze  Corp.,  and  now  does  business  un¬ 
der  the  name  of  Freeman  Industries  Di¬ 
vision  of  General  Bronze  Corp.,  Peru, 
Ind.  Request  is  made  that  said  permit 
be  modified  to  correctly  show  the  name  of 
this  contracting  shipper.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding,  may,  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  file  an  appropriate  pleading, 
consisting  of  an  original  and  six  copies 
each. 

Applications  for  Certificates  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed 
Concurrently  With  Applications  Un¬ 
der  Section  5  Governed  by  Special 
Rule  1.240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  99776  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  4.  1964.  Applicant:  HOUSTON 
LINES.  INC.,  711  West  Alhambra  Street. 


Post  Office  Box  16007,  Houston  22,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  H.  H.  Prewett,  2159 
Tennessee  Building,  Houston,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  Livestock,  live¬ 
stock  feedstuff,  farm  machinery,  and 
grain,  between  Houston,  Tex.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas, 
(B)  grain,  between  points  in  Wharton 
County.  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  located  on  and  east  of 
the  following  boundaries:  Beginning  at 
Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  thence  north  along 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  Woodville,  Tex., 
thence  in  a  northeasterly  direction  along 
Texas  Highway  106  to  Crockett,  Tex., 
thence  in  a  southeasterly  direction  along 
Texas  Highway  21  to  Bryan,  Tex.,  thence 
southeast  along  U.S.  Highway  190  from 
Madisonville,  Tex.,  to  Hearne,  Tex.,  via 
Bryan,  Tex.,  thence  in  a  southwesterly 
direction  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  Round 
Rock,  Tex.,  thence  south  on  U.S.  Highway 
281  to  Pharr,  Tex.,  thence  south  on  Texas 
Highway  66  to  Hidalgo,  Tex.,  including 
points  on  the  highways  indicated,  (C) 
reinforcing  steel  (reinforcing  rods) ,  steel 
forms,  bar  steel,  steel  plates,  corrugated 
iron,  iron  and  steel  channels,  iron  and 
steel  angles,  strap  iron  and  steel,  iron 
and  steel  rounds,  and  deformed  reinforc¬ 
ing  iron  and  steel  bars,  between  Houston, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Texas,  (D)  livestock,  between 
points  within  a  twenty-five  (25)  mile 
radius  of  Roscoe,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas  within 
a  three  hundred  (300)  mile  radius 
thereof. 

(E)  Livestock  feedstuffs,  farm  ma¬ 
chinery,  grain,  and  timber  in  its  natural 
state,  between  points  within  a  twenty- 
five  (25)  mile  radius  of  Roscoe,  Tex.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points 
within  a  three  hundred  (300)  mile  radius 
thereof,  (f)  cottonseed,  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  Texas  within  a  two  hundred 
fifty  (250)  mile  radius  of  Roscoe,  Tex., 
on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  Texas.  (G)  grain,  in  bulk,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Texas  within  a  one 
hundred  (100)  mile  radius  of  Roscoe, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Texas,  (H)  oilfield  equipment 
and  pipe,  when  moving  as  oilfield  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  Texas,  (I)  pipe, 
when  it  is  to  be  used  in  the  construction 
of  pipelines  of  any  and  every  other 
character  or  use  other  than  oilfield 
equipment,  between  points  in  Texas,  and 
(J)  trenching  machines,  tractors,  drag 
lines,  back  fillers,  caterpillars,  road 
building  machinery,  batch  bins,  ditching 
machinery,  bulldozers,  heavy  mixers, 
finishing  machinery,  power  hoists, 
cranes,  heavy  machinery,  pile  driving 
rigs,  paving  machines  and  equipment, 
graders,  construction  equipment,  boilers, 
scrapers,  irrigation  and  drainage  ma¬ 
chinery,  road  maintainers,  electric 
motors,  pumps,  transformers,  circuit 
breakers,  turbines,  bridge  construction 
equipment,  shovels,  planes,  lathes,  air 
compressors,  rotaries,  prefabricated 
houses,  bulk  station  storage  tanks,  heavy 
tanks,  pump  machinery,  erection  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  refinery  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  boats  and  pre¬ 
fabricated  steel  girders,  threshing  ma¬ 


chines,  sawmill  machinery,  telephone 
and  telegraph  poles,  creosote  and  other 
pilings,  heavy  furnaces  or  ovens,  pipe 
(including  iron,  steel,  concrete,  compo¬ 
sition,  or  corrugated),  punches,  presses, 
iron  or  steel  girders,  beams,  columns, 
posts  channels  and  trusses,  generators 
and  dynamos,  iron  or  steel  castings, 
sheets,  and  plates,  industrial  hammers, 
industrial  machinery,  including  laundry, 
ice  making,  air  conditioning,  baker, 
bottling,  gin,  crushing,  dredging,  mill, 
brewery,  textile,  water  plant  and  wire 
covering,  twisting  or  laving,  derricks, 
hoists,  steam  or  internal  corribustion  en¬ 
gines,  rollers,  power  shovels,  safes, 
vaults,  bank  doors,  and  gasoline,  fuel  oil 
and  other  storage  tanks,  when  said  com¬ 
modities  are  not  moving  as  oilfield  equip¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

Absorbers  (scrubbers) ;  aif  or  gas  lift 
equipment;  amplifiers,  seismic;  anodes, 
magnesium;  armatures  (heavy)  and 
parts;  assemblies,  backside,  casing-head, 
Christmas  tree,  stuffing,  knock-off,  screen 
setting,  seating  and  set  shoe;  asphalt 
plant;  asphalt  or  pipe  lince  (sic)  coat¬ 
ing,  in  barrels  or  drums;  bailers;  barges; 
benders,  pipe;  blowout  preventers;  boons, 
crane,  truck,  dragline,  derrick  and 
tractor;  brakes  and  parts;  bridges,  port¬ 
able;  buckets,  clam  shell,  dragline  and 
shovels,  bug  blowers;  cable  tool  drilling 
machines;  cable  tools;  cat  heads;  chains, 
loading,  in  barrels;  casing  spiders;  chlo¬ 
rine  and  other  chemicals  in  steel  cylin¬ 
ders  or  tanks  (not  tank  trucks) ;  gas 
compressors;  connection  racks;  con¬ 
veyors;  core  barrels;  coring  units; 
clutches  (heavy) ;  crown  blocks;  crank 
shafts  (heavy) ;  cross-arms  and  their 
hardware;  cross-ties;  cylinder,  engine 
and  compressor;  dehydration  units;  der¬ 
rick  ramps;  derrick  starting  leg;  derrick 
skids;  derrick  steps;  derrick  substruc¬ 
ture;  drill  bits;  drill  collars;  drilling  line, 
drilling  hose;  draw  works;  drilling  rig 
machinery;  elevators;  elevator  bails;  en¬ 
gine  substructures;  empty  cylinders;  ex¬ 
tensions,  derrick  base;  engine  compound; 
finger  boards;  floor  skids;  fronts  rig  or 
derrick;  fishing  tools;  fouble  boards; 
fuel  oil  and  gasoline  (not  including 
movement  in  tank  trucks  or  tank  trail¬ 
ers)  ;  garages,  portable;  guards,  chain 
and  belt;  grief  stems  or  kelly  joints;  guns, 
vaxyd’,  gravity  meters;  heat  exchangers; 
hooks;  jack  shafts;  kelly  and  pipe 
straightener ;  ladders,  derrick;  light 
plants;  machinery,  pipe  screening,  pipe 
screwing,  pipe  slotting,  pipe  threading  or 
cutting,  pipe  wrapping;  water  well  ma¬ 
chinery;  water  well  surveying  ma¬ 
chinery;  milling  machine;  marsh 
buggies;  magnetic  field  balances;  mag¬ 
netometers;  masts;  monorail  systems; 
mud  boats;  mud  houses;  mud  mixers; 
mud  tanks;  mufflers  (heavy) ;  mouse 
holes;  nipples,  iron,  cement;  perforators; 
planers,  power;  plow;  poles,  gin;  power 
transmission  equipment  (towers) ;  pres¬ 
sure  devices;  rails,  steel;  railroad  en¬ 
gines;  cars  and  equipment;  rat  holes; 
radiators  (heavy) ;  reamers;  reinforcing 
steel;  retorts,  iron  or  steel;  river  clamps; 
rods,  reinforcing  and  sucker  (single  and 
bundles) ;  recording  equipment;  road 
lumber;  rig  timbers;  seismic  shooting 
equipment;  slips;  shale  shakers;  screens; 
substitutes;  speed  reducers;  smoke 
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stacks;  starting  units;  stand  pipes, 
swivels;  suctions;  spears  and  fishing 
tools;  take-offs,  power;  tool  joints; 
towers;  treating  plants;  tongs;  traveling 
blocks;  tubing  and  tubing  heads;  valves; 
V-belt  drives,  utility  houses;  welding 
machines;  wire  line,  rope  or  cable,  on 
reels;  lift  equipment;  anchors,  angles 
(heavy);  mud,  including  drilling  mud 
and  conditioners  (not  including  move¬ 
ments  in  tank  trucks  or  tank  trailers) ; 
propellers  or  shafts;  blades,  including 
bit,  scraper  and  grader;  boring  machines 
or  mills,  including  parts  and  equipment; 
dam  and  powerplant  machinery  and 
equipment  (control  gates) ;  cellars,  in¬ 
cluding  drill  or  pipe;  counterbalances,  in¬ 
cluding  counter  shafts  and  weights;  hop¬ 
pers;  printing  machines;  telephone 
equipment  (cables,  reels,  switchboards) ; 
tools  in  boxes  and  houses;  trailer,  mount¬ 
ed  units,  including  mounted  workover 
units;  treaters;  blocks;  jacks  (heavy) ; 
joints,  including  expansion  or  kelly;  core 
drilling  machines;  core  drilling  equip¬ 
ment;  protectors  (attached  to  pipe) ;  and 
heaters,  when  not  moving  as  oilfield 
equipment  as  follows:  between  points  in 
Texas. 

Note;  This  application  is  directly  related  to 
M(7-F-8958,  published  Feoebal  Registeb  issue 
of  December  16,  1964. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  CFR  1.240) . 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8991  (TOM’S  EXPRESS. 
INC.  —  PURCHASE  —  TRISTATE 
TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.),  published  in 
the  January  13,  1965,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  459.  Supplement 
filed  January  26. 1965,  to  show  Joinder  of 
LEON  RAVEAUX,  133  Park  Avenue. 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  GUIDO  SESSI,  3909 
Wsishington  Street,  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  as 
persons  in  control  of  TOM’S  EXPRESS, 
INC, 

No.  MC-P-9005.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GENE  ADAMS  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC., 
600  Cayuga  Creek  Road,  Cheektowaga, 
N.Y.,  14225,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
S.  &  S.  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  600 
Cayuga  Creek  ^ad,  Cheektowaga,  N.Y., 
14225,  and  for  acquisition  by  EUGENE 
W.  ADAMS  and  HELEN  V.  ADAMS,  both 
of  Cheektowaga,  N.Y.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Norman  M.  Pinsky  and 
Herbert  M.  Canter,  Mezzanine,  Warren 
Parking  Center,  345  South  Warren 
Street,  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  13202.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Frozen 
fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vege¬ 
tables,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to 
Sirracuse,  N.Y.,  from  Jersey  City.  N.J.,  to 
Dunkirk,  Cortland,  Buffalo.  Rochester, 
and  SjTacuse,  N.Y.;  refrigerated  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  New  York  and  Buffalo. 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


pxiints  in  New  York;  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  byproducts,  and  dairy 
products,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  B 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  and  frozen  foods. 
except  those  included  in  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  between  Albany,  N.Y., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
p>oints  in  New  York,  except  points  in 
Kings,  Queens,  Nassau,  and  Suffolk 

Counties,  from  Rochester,  Moyers  Cor¬ 

ners,  Syracuse,  and  Binghamton,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  New  York,  except  points  in 
Kings,  Queens,  Nassau,  and  Suffolk 

Counties;  and  returned  shipments  of  the 
commodities  specified  herein  above,  from 
points  in  New  York,  except  points  in 
Kings,  Queens,  Nassau,  and  Suffolk 

Counties,  to  Rochester,  Moyers  Corners, 
Sirracuse,  and  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  be¬ 
tween  Albany,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  New  York, 
except  points  in  ^ngs.  Queens,  Nassau, 
and  Suffolk  Counties.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
New  York,  New  Jersey.  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maryland, 
North  Carolina,  Rhode  Island.  South 
Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

Note:  (I)  The  application  also  states  that 
S.  &  S.  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  will  be 
liquidated,  and  the  assets  distributed  to  Its 
sole  stockholders  EHJGENE  W.  ADAMS  and 
HELEN  V.  ADAMS. 

(2)  In  Docket  No.  MC-F-7414.  com¬ 
mon  control  of  S.  &  S.  TRANSPORTA- 
nON.  INC.,  by  EUGENE  W.  ADAMS 
and  HELEN  V.  ADAMS,  was  granted  Oc¬ 
tober  19,  1961,  by  the  Commission,  Divi¬ 
sion  3. 

No.  MC-F-9()06.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WARREN  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  213  Witry  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
420,  Waterloo.  Iowa,  50704,  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  K.  W.  CASADY,  doing 
business  as  CASADY  TRUCK  LINE,  4047 
East  17th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer, 
33  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  HI., 
60692.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Com  pickers  and  grain 
drills,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  63;  agricultural  machin¬ 
ery,  between  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nebraska;  agricultural  machinery,  im- 
plements,  and  parts,  as  described  in  ap¬ 
pendix  xn  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  and  farm  tractors,  between  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Missouri  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  63.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  'The  separately  stated  au¬ 
thorities,  herein  granted  shall  not  be 
Joined  or  tacked  one  to  another  for  the 
purpose  of  performing  any  through 
transportation.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  all  States 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii)  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 


No.  MC-P-9007.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  ANTONI  TRUCX 
LINES,  1700  24th  Street.  Oakland.  Calif., 
of  a  pKirtion  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  ALFRED  F.  ANTONI,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  ANTONI  TRUCK  LINES, 
Post  Office  Box  659,  Ukiah,  Calif.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  JOHN  A.  PIPER,  also  of 
Oakland,  Calif.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  purchase.  Ap. 
plicants’  attorney:  Marvin  Handler,  625 
Market  Street,  Suite  1312,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Under  a  certificate  of 
registration,  in  Docket  No.  MC-85865 
Sub-2,  Part  I,  covering  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  general  commodities,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  in  intrastate  commerce,  (1)  , 
Between  all  points  in  the  San  Francisco- 
East  Bay  Cartage  Zone,  as  described  in 
Part  III  of  said  certificate;  (2)  between 
all  points  on  and  within  5  miles  laterally 
of  the  following  named  highways:  (a) 
UB.  Highway  101  and  101  Bypass  be¬ 
tween  San  Mateo  and  San  Jose,  inclu¬ 
sive;  (b)  State  Highways  9  and  17  be¬ 
tween  Hasrward  and  San  Jose,  inclu¬ 
sive;  (3)  between  all  points  located 
within  a  radius  of  10  miles  of  the  city  of 
San  Jose;  (4)  between  all  points  de¬ 
scribed  in  subparagraphs  (1),  (2),  and 
(3)  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  all  points  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  highways:  (a)  UB.  High¬ 
way  101  between  San  Francisco  and 
Laytonville,  Inclusive,  including  the  off- 
route  points  of  Talmage,  Redwood  Val¬ 
ley,  and  Potter  Valley,  and  including  all 
points  located  within  5  miles  laterally  of 
U.S.  Highway  101  between  San  Francisco 
and  Ssin  Rafael:  (b)  State  Highway  20 
between  its  Intersection  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  101  near  Calpella  and  its  intersection 
with  State  Highway  53,  4  miles  east  of 
Clear  Lake  Oaks,  inclusive. 

(c)  State  Highway  29  between  Upper 
Lake  and  its  intersection  with  unnum¬ 
bered  county  highway  known  as  Lower 
Lake  Road  5  miles  south  of  Kelseyville, 
inclusive:  (d)  unnumbered  county  high¬ 
way  known  as  Lower  Lake  Road  between 
its  intersection  with  State  Highway  29. 5 
miles  south  of  Kelseyville  and  Lower 
Lake,  inclusive:  (e)  State  Highway  53  be¬ 
tween  Lower  Lake  and  its  Junction  with 
State  Highway  20,  4  miles  east  of  Clear 
Lake  Oaks,  inclusive;  (f)  unnumbered 
county  highway  between  its  Junction  with 
State  Highway  53  north  of  Lower  Lake 
and  Clear  Lake  Park,  Inclusive,  via  Clear 
Lake  Highlands  and  Austin;  (5)  through 
routes  and  rates  may  be  established  be¬ 
tween  any  and  all  points  described  in 
subparagraphs  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above; 
(6)  local  service  is  authorized  between 
points  located  on  and  laterally  of  the 
highways  described  in  subparagraphs  (4) 
(a)  through  (f)  above;  (7)  Applicant 
may  use  any  and  all  highways  and  roads 
between  the  areas  described  for  operating 
convenience  only;  (8)  Applicant  shall  not 
transport  any  shipments  of:  (a)  wood 
chips  and  shavings.  Vendee  holds  no 
authority  from  this  Commission.  How¬ 
ever,  its  controlling  stockholder,  JOHN 
A.  PIPER,  is  also  the  controlling  stock¬ 
holder  of  ASSOCIATED  FREIGHT 
LINES.  1700  24th  Street.  Oakland.  Calif., 
which  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  the  State  of  California, 
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Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-9008.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  TIOER  KXPRESS,  INC., 
Main  Street,  Gtoshen,  N.Y.,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  BERNARD 
HOCHHAUSER,  doing  business  as  BER¬ 
NARD  TRUCKING  CO.,  420  Grace 
Street,  Secaucus,  N.J.,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  H.  LEON  McBRIDE,  9  Wisner 
Terrace,  Goshen,  N.Y.,  FRANK  H.  Mc¬ 
BRIDE,  Parkway,  Goshen,  N.Y.,  and  H. 
LEON  McBRIDE,  JR.,  Hilltop  Road, 
Goshen,  N.Y„  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicant's  at¬ 
torney  and  representative:  Martin 
Werner,  2  West  45th  Street,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  10036,  and  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  07306. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  bullion,  currency, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  points  in  Hudson, 
Essex,  Passaic,  Union,  and  Bergen  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  in  New  York.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  the  State  of  New  York.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Note:  See  also  No.  MC-F-9012,  published 
this  same  Issue. 

No.  MC-P-9009.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  FLORIDA  REFRIGERATED 
SERVICE,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  301  North. 
Dade  City.  Fla.,  of  FLORIDA  FROZEN 
POOD  EXPRESS.  LIMITED.  964  Mid- 
dlegate  Road.  Cooksville,  Ontario,  Can¬ 
ada,  and  for  purchase  by  FLORIDA  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  SERVICE,  INC.,  of  the 
operating  rights  and  certain  property  of 
FLORIDA  PR02iEN  POOD  EXPRESS, 
LIMITED.  Applicants’  attorney:  Law¬ 
rence  D.  Pay,  1205  Universal  Marion 
Building.  Post  OfBce  Box  1086,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  32201.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  controlled  and  purchased: 
Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  not  frozen,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  A  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  In 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  irregular  routes,  from 
the  port  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  boundary  line,  at  Niagara  Falls, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Florida.  RESTRIC¬ 
TION:  The  authority  granted  idiove  is 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  points 
in  the  Province  of  Onttu'io,  Canada; 
frozen  and  chilled  citrus  products,  from 
points  in  Florida,  to  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  boundary  line  at 
or  near  Niagara  Falls,  Alexandria  Bay, 
and  Ogdensburg,  N.Y.;  frozen  shrimp,  in 
mixed  shipments  with  frozen  and  chilled 
citrus  products,  from  Brunswick,  Ga.,  to 
ports  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  boundary  line  at  or  near  Niagara 
Falls,  Alexandria  Bay,  and  Ogdensburg, 
N.Y.;  canned  citrus  products,  from 
points  in  Florida,  to  points  on  the  United 
States-Canada  boundary  line  at  or  near 
Niagara  Falls,  Alexandria  Bay.  and 


Ogdensburg,  N.Y.;  iron  and  steel  crush¬ 
ing  balls,  from  the  port  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  boundary  line  at 
Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Florida. 
FLORIDA  REFRIGERATED  SERVICE, 
INC.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Flori¬ 
da,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  California, 
North  Carolina,  Mississippi,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio.  Colorado,  Nevada,  Oregon. 
Utah,  Idaho.  Wyoming,  Montana,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Texas,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and 
Virginia.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-9010.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MANLEY  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  INC.,  315  North  Santa  Fe. 
Chanute,  Kans.,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  BRYANT  TRUCK  LINE,  INCOR¬ 
PORATED  (LOUIS  W.  COWAN. 
TRUSTEE  IN  BANKRUPTCY) .  1810  St. 
Louis  Street,  Springfield,  Mo.,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  R.  F.  MANLEY.  RUTH  MAN- 
LEY  CALDWELL,  both  of  Chanute. 
Kans.,  L.  D.  MANLEY,  1410  Intercity 
Trafficway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  C.  E. 
MANLEY,  110  East  10th,  Coffey ville, 
Kans.,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr.,  1221  Baltimore 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo..  64105.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
General  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goo^  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  El  Dorado  Springs, 
Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  serving  the 
Intermediate  point  of  Dederlck,  Mo.,  and 
all  Intermediate  and  off-route  points  in 
the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas  City.  Kans., 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  Bolivar.  Mo.,  and  El 
Dorado  Springs.  Mo.,  between  Spring- 
field.  Mo.,  and  Clinton  Mo.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  points  in  Cedar 
County.  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Elansas,  between 
points  in  Cedar,  St.  Clair,  and  Vernon 
Counties,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Oklahoma,  Nebraska. 
Iowa,  and  Illinois.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  OklahcHna,  and  Iowa. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-9011.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  NORTH  PENN  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  Routes  202  and  63,  Box  230,  Lans- 
dale.  Pa.,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  JETWAY,  INC.,  Box  230,  Lans- 
dale.  Pa.,  and  for  acquisition  by  ARTHUR 
N.  ANDERS,  Box  230,  Lansdale,  Pa.,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  representative:  John 
W.  Frame,  Post  Office  Box  626,  Camp 
Hill,  Pa.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Machinery,  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes  between 
points  in  Montgomery  County,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut.  Rhode 
Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Mas¬ 


sachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut. 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-9012.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  AMERICAN  FREIGHT- 
WAYS  CO.,  INC.,  518  Porter  Avenue, 
Brooklsm  22,  N.Y.,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  BERNARD  HOCH¬ 
HAUSER,  doing  business  as  BERNARD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  420  Grace  Street. 
Secaucus,  N.J.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
ALLAN  J,  RESLER  and  NORMAN  FOR¬ 
MAN,  both  of  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorney  and  representative: 
Martin  Werner,  2  West  45th  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  10036,  and  George  A.  Olsen, 
69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J., 
07306.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  bullion,  cur¬ 
rency,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  points  in  Hud¬ 
son,  Essex.  Passaic,  Union,  and  Bergen 
Counties,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  in  Long  Island,  N.Y. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  New  York  and  New 
Jersey.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

Note:  Sec  also  No.  MC-P-9008,  published 
this  same  issue. 

No.  MC-F-9013.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MITCHELL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  21111  Chagrin  Boulevard,  Cleve¬ 
land  22,  Ohio,  of  a  portion  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  and  certain  property  of  JIM’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  3023  Sprague  Ave¬ 
nue,  Spokane,  Wash.,  and  for  acquisition 
by  LEASEWAY  TRANSPORTATION 
CORP.,  and,  in  turn  by  H.  M.  O’NEILL, 
P.  J.  O’NEILL,  and  W.  J.  O’NEILL.  aU 
of  Cleveland  22,  Ohio,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  property  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  Ewald  E. 
Kundtz,  1050  Union  Commerce  Building, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  44114,  and  Roland  Rice, 
618  Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street 
NW.,  Washington  4,  D.C.  Curating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Cement, 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Spokane 
County,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Boimdary,  Bonner, 
Kootenai.  Benewah,  Latah,  Shoshone, 
Nez  Perce,  Idaho,  and  Lewis  Counties, 
Idaho,  between  points  in  Washington 
east  of  the  Cascade  Mountains,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Latah,  Benewah,  and  Kootenai  Counties, 
Idaho,  from  Metaline  Falls,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  Nez  Perce,  Idaho,  Clearwater, 
and  Lewis  Counties,  Idaho,  and  Umatilla 
County,  Greg.,  from  I^K>kane,  Wash.,  to 
ports  of  entry  on  the  Unit^  States- 
Canada  international  boundary  line  in 
that  part  of  Washington  on  and  east  of 
UJS.  Highway  97  and  to  points  in  Uma¬ 
tilla  County,  Greg.;  cement,  in  containers 
and  in  bulk,  from  Metaline  Falls.  Wash., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Boimdary,  Bonner,  and  Sho¬ 
shone  Coimties,  Idaho,  Lincoln.  Sanders, 
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Missoula,  Flathead,  Glacier,  Lake,  Ra¬ 
valli,  Mineral,  and  Granite  Counties, 
Mont.,  from  Spokane,  Wash.,  to  points 
in  Clearwater  County,  Idaho,  and  Lin¬ 
coln,  Sanders,  Missoula,  Flathead,  Gla¬ 
cier,  Lake,  Ravalli,  Mineral,  and  Granite 
Counties,  Mont.,  from  points  in  Pend 
Oreille  County,  Wash.,  to  points  on  the 
United  '  States-Canada  international 
boundary  line  between  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  97  and  the  international 
boxmdary  and  the  Washington-Idaho 
State  line.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Georgia, 
Tennessee,  Florida,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  West 
Virginia,  Alabama,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-9014.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  HIGHWAY  EXPRESS,  INC,, 
2416  West  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland 
13,  Ohio,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  TOLEDO  CARTAGE  COM¬ 
PANY  (K.  V.  NICOLA,  TRUSTEE  IN 
BANKRUPTCY),  983  Front  Street, 
Toledo,  Ohio.  Applicants’  represent¬ 
ative:  J.  C.  Schriner,  11615  Detroit 
Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities,  excepting  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  Toledo,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio 
within  5  miles  of  Toledo;  fertilizer,  and 
fertilizer  compounds,  in  containers,  from 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Lucas,  Fulton, 
Williams,  Wood,  Henry,  Putnam,  Ottawa, 
Defiance,  Paulding,  Hancock,  Sandusky, 
Seneca,  Allen,  and  Van  Wert  Coimties, 
Ohio;  and  silica  flour,  in  bulk,  in  equip¬ 
ment  other  than  dump  trucks,  from 
Rockwood,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio. 
Vendee  is  authoiized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Ohio  and  Michigan. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-9015.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  mei^er  by  ALL-AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1500  Industrial 
Avenue,  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.,  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  and  property  of  PALS 
TRANSFER,  INCORPORATED,  Orange 
City.  Iowa,  and  for  acquisition  by  BUF¬ 
FALO  EXPRESS.  INC.,  and,  in  turn  by  H. 
LAUREN  LEWIS  and  LOWELL  C.  HAN¬ 
SEN,  all  of  Post  Office  Box  756,  Sioux 
PaUs,  S.  Dak.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants’  attorneys:  Robert  May,  316 
Northwestern  National  Bank  Building. 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  David  Axelrod, 
39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled 
and  merged :  In  pending  Docket  No.  MC- 
120314  Sub  4,  seeking  a  certificate  of  reg¬ 
istration  covering  the  transportation  of 
property  as  a  common  carrier  in  intra¬ 
state  commerce  within  the  State  of  Iowa. 
ALL-AMERICAN  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Minnesota,  South  Dakota,  Iowa, 
Illinois,  North  Dakota,  and  Nebraska. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Notk:  No.  MC-29120  Sub  76  Is  a  matter  di¬ 
rectly  related. 


No.  MC-F-9016.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  YOUNGBLOOD  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  25,  Fletcher, 
N.C.,  of  the  operating  rights  of  BIRCH 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Room  905,  79  West 
Monroe  Street,  Chicago.  Ill.,  60603,  and 
for  acquisition  by  J.  N.  YOUNGBLOOD, 
also  of  Fletcher,  N.C.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  H.  Charles  Ephraim  and 
Vernon  V.  Baker,  both  of  1411  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C..  20005,  and  Axel¬ 
rod,  Goodman  &  Steiner,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60603.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
General  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  Chicago,  m.,  and 
Cincinnati.  Ohio,  serving  the  interme¬ 
diate  and  off -route  points  of  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  those  in  Ohio  and  Kentucky  with¬ 
in  10  miles  of  Fountain  Square.  Cincin¬ 
nati.  Ohio,  and  those  in  the  Chicago,  ni.. 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  between  Hammond.  Indi,  and 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  41  and  6 
and  Indiana  Highway  152,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  excepting,  among  others  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  but  not  excepting  household 
goods,  between  Dillsboro,  Ind.,  and  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  off-route  points  in  the  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  Commercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  unrestricted, 
and  those  within  10  miles  of  Dillsboro, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  milk 
and  empty  milk  cans;  two  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only; 
and  empty  equipment  only,  between 
Louisville,  Ky..  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
serving  no  Intermediate  points.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Ohio,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and 
Georgia.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-9017.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BEAUFORT  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  Post  Office  Box  102,  Gerald, 
Mo.,  63037,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  OSCAR  DUNCAN.  904  Olive 
Street.  Rolla,  Mo.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
OLIN  R.  FLOTTMANN,  ROY  FLO’TT- 
MANN.  LEO  FLOTTMANN,  and  JOHN 
MEYER,  all  of  Gerald,  Mo.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorneys:  Joseph  R.  Nacy,  117 
West  High  Street.  Post  Office  Box  352, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  65102,  William  J. 
Tate,  12th  Floor,  Buder  Building,  7  North 
Seventh  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101, 
and  Jay  V.  White,  715-A  Pine  Street, 
Rolla,  Mo.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
excepting,  among  others,  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Vichy.  Mo.,  and  International 
Stockyards,  HI.;  fertilizer,  mill  feed,  and 
roofing,  from  International  Stockyards, 
ni.,  to  Vichy,  Mo.,  serving  certain  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off -route  points.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Missouri  and  Illinois.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
iinder  section  210a(b). 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Bertha  F.  Arues, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IFJl.  Doc.  66-1150:  Filed.  Feb.  2,  1966; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  726] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 
CARRIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARD¬ 
ER  APPLICATIONS 

January  29,  1965. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1.247  *  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR  1.247),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  December  3.  1963,  ef¬ 
fective  January  1,  1964.  These  rules 
provide,  among  other  things,  that  a  pro¬ 
test  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  with¬ 
in  30  days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing 
of  the  application  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  seasonably 
to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed  as  a 
waiver  of  opposition  and  participation 
in  the  proce^ng.  A  protest  under  these 
rules  should  comply  with  §  1.40  of  the 
general  rules  of  practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the  ground 
upon  which  it  is  made  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
Issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected.  The  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  the  protests  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  If  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
§  1.247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rule.  Subse¬ 
quent  assignment  of  these  proceedings 
for  oral  hearing,  if  any,  will  be  by  Com¬ 
mission  order  which  will  be  served  on 
each  party  of  record. 

No.  MC  409  (Sub-No.  19) .  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1965.  Applicant:  O.  E.  POUL- 
SON,  INC.,  Elm  Creek,  Nebr.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  J.  Max  Harding,  Box 
2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  on  the  same  vehicles 
transporting  petroleum  products  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Kansas, 
to  Holdrege,  Elm  Creek,  Punk,  Lexing¬ 
ton.  Gothenburg,  Callaway.  Sutherland, 
Gibbon.  Eddjrville,  and  Overton,  Nebr., 
and  damaged  and  rejected  shipments,  on 
return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  operation  will  be  conducted  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  existing  bulk  petro¬ 
leum  operating  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  162),  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 


>  Copies  of  Special  Rule  1.247  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Washington.  D.C., 
20423. 


Wednesday^  February  3,  1965 
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brothers,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Ewell  H.  Muse,  Jr.,  Suite  415,  Perry- 
Brooks  Building,  Austin,  Tex.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wood  preservative,  cold 
tar,  and  coal  tar  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Point  Comfort,  Tex., 
and  points  within  five  (5)  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note;  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-No.  241) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  7,  1965.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  1417  Clay  Street,  Oakland, 
Calif,  Applicant’s  attorney:  W.  S. 
Pilling  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  (1)  Between  Bakersfield, 
Calif.,  and  Barstow,  Calif.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  466;  (2)  between  Barstow, 
Calif.,  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  from  Barstow 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Flagstaff,  Ariz., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  89  to  junction 
Arizona  Highway  64,  thence  over  Arizona 
Highway  64  to  junction  Arizona  Highway 
364,  thence  over  Arizona  Highway  364  to 
the  Arizona-New  Mexico  State  line, 
thence  over  New  Mexico  Highway  40  to 
the  New  Mexico-Colorado  State  line, 
thence  over  Colorado  Highway  40  to 
junction  n.S.  Highway  666,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  666  to  Cortez,  Colo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  160  to  WaL^nburg, 
Colo.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highways  85  and 
87  to  Pueblo,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  and  (3)  between  Barstow,  Calif., 
and  La  Junta,  Colo.,  from  Barstow  as 
specified  in  (2)  above  to  Walsenburg, 
Colo.,  thence  over  Colorado  Highway  10 
to  La  Junta,  and  retiuti  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points  on 
(1),  (2),  and  (3)  above,  as  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only, 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  author¬ 
ized  regular-route  operations  and  re¬ 
stricted:  (a)  To  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  between  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Denver,  Colo.,  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
(b)  against  the  transportation  of  classes 
A  and  B  explosives  to,  from,  or  through 
La  Junta,  Colo. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  1630  (Sub-No.  7)  (CLARIFI¬ 
CATION),  filed  Decanber  21,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  January  6, 
1965,  and  republished  as  clarified  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  D.  D.  JONES  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  WAREHOUSE  COMPANY,  IN- 
CORPORA'TED,  225  West  Main  Street, 
Norfolk,  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York 
6,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  materials  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Norfolk,  and  Chesapeake,  Va.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina,  and  returned 
shipments  of  the  commodities  specified 
above,  on  return. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  delete  the  “Note”  shown  in  previous  pub¬ 
lication,  as  applicant  now  states  it  does  not 
hold  authority  to  transport  fertilizer  from 
Norfolk,  Va.,  to  any  point  in  North  Carolina. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Norfolk,  Va. 

No.  MC  2229  (Sub-No.  124) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1965.  Applicant:  RED  BALL 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3177  Irving 
Boulevard,  Post  Office  Box  10837,  Dallas, 
Tex.,  75207.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Charles  D.  Mathews  (same  address  as 
applicant)  and  Jerry  Prestridge,  12th 
Floor,  Capital  National  Bank  Building, 
Austin,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  but  (excluding 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the  site  of 
Lock  and  Dam  No.  3  on  the  Arkansas 
River;  from  Pine  Bluff  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  79  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway 
88,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  88  to 
junction  unnumbered  access  road, 
thence  over  unniunbered  access  road 
to  the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No.  3,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  (2)  between  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  3  on  the  Arkansas  River;  from  Pine 
Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction 
County  Road  53  and  Arkansas  Highway 
88,  thence  over  Coimty  Road  53  and 
Arkansas  Highway  88  to  jimction  im- 
numbered  access  road,  thence  over  un¬ 
niunbered  access  road  to  the  site  of 
Lock  and  Dam  No.  3,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  (3)  between  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and 
the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No.  4  on  the 
Arkansas  River;  from  Pine  Bluff  over 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  88,  thence  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  88  to  junction  County  Road  53, 
thence  over  County  Road  53  to  junction 
unnumbered  access  road,  and  thence  over 
unnumbered  access  road  to  the  site  of 
Lock  and  Dam  No.  4,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  (4)  between  Pine  Bluff,  Ark., 
and  the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No.  4  on 
the  Arkansas  River;  from  Pine  Bluff  over 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  County  Road 
53,  and  thence  over  County  Road  53  to 
junction  unnumbered  access  road,  and 
thence  over  unnumbered  access  road  to 
the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No.  4,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
interme^ate  points,  coordinating  all  of 
the  authority  sought  with  the  existing 
operations  of  applicant. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 

No.  MC  2229  (Sub-No.  125) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  RED  BALL 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3177  Irving 
Boulevard,  Post  Office  Box  10837,  Dallas, 


Tex.,  75207.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Charles  D.  Mathews,  Post  Office  Box 
10837,  Dallas,  Tex.,  75207.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  in¬ 
cluding  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  but 
(excluding  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  serving  the  site  of  the  Mississippi 
test  facility,  located  on  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  43  (Hancock  County,  Miss.)  ap¬ 
proximately  20  miles  northeast  of  Slidell. 
La.,  and  approximately  15  miles  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  90,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  regular- 
route  operations  in  Colorado,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and  Ala¬ 
bama,  including  coordination  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  classes  A  and  B  explosive  author¬ 
ity  to  and  from  Pensacola,  Fla. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans 
or  Baton  Rouge,  La. 

No.  MC  11018  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  SERVICE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  State  Highway  No.  3,  Secaucus, 
N.J.,  07094.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  M.  Zachara,  Post  Office  Box  2860, 
Paterson,  N.J.,  07509.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  manufacturers  of  copying,  dupli¬ 
cation,  and  reproducing  machines,  and 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
in  the  distributing,  operation,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  such  machines,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Xerox  Corp.  at  Blauvelt, 
Rockland  County.  N.Y.,  to  Washington, 
D.C..  Baltimore,  Md.,  Wilmington,  Del., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  lo¬ 
cated  in  Pennsylvania,  within  20  miles  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  city  hall,  and  damaged 
or  rejected  shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  Newark,  N.J.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  11722  (Sub-No.  14),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1965.  Applicant:  FRED  E. 
BRADER,  doing  business  as  BRADER 
HAULING  SERVICE,  Post  Office  Box 
655,  Zillah,  Wash.,  98953.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  James  T.  Johnson,  1625  IBM 
Building,  Seattle,  Wash.,  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Excelsior  in  ma¬ 
chine  compressed  bales  and  excelsior 
pads  in  bundles,  from  Moxee  City,  Wash., 
to  San  Francisco,  Oakland,  Dinuba,  and 
Fresno,  Calif, 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  11722  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1965.  Applicant:  FRED  E. 
BRADER,  doing  business  as  BRADER 
HAULING  SERVICE,  Post  Office  Box 
655,  Zillah,  Wash.,  98953.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  James  T.  Johnson,  1625  IBM 
Building,  Seattle,  Wash.,  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cartons,  parti¬ 
tions  and  liners,  nails,  glue,  labels,  box 
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shook,  wrapping  paper  and  other  fruit 
and  vegetable  packing  supplies,  between 
points  in  Washington,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wasco,  Hood 
River.  Malheur,  Baker,  Umatilla,  and 
Union  Counties,  Oreg.,  and  points  in 
Payette,  Gem.  Ada.  Canyon,  Boise, 
Adams,  and  Washington  Counties,  Idaho, 
and  (2)  machinery  and  equipment  and 
parts  thereof  used  in  the  fruit  packing 
industry,  brtween  Odell,  The  Dalles, 
Milton-Freewater,  Oreg.,  Payette,  Idaho, 
and  Oroville,  Zillah,  and  Yakima,  Wash. 

Motx:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Seattle, 
Wasb. 

No.  MC  13235  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  CEN- 
TRALIA  CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
650  W.  Noleman  Street.  Centralia,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer, 
33  N.  La  Salle  Street,  Suite  3600,  Chicago 
2,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment ).  (1)  Between 

Chicago,  Ill.,  and  LawrencevUle.-  Ill.; 
from  Chicago  over  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  1,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  1  to  LawrencevUle, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations;  (2)  between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45  and  Illinois 
Highway  49  south  of  Kankakee,  Ill.,  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Illinois 
Highway  130;  from  junction  UiS.  High¬ 
way  45  and  Illinois  Highway  49  south 
of  Kankakee.  Ul.,  over  Illinois  Highway 
49  to  junction  UB.  Highway  40,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  lUinois 
Highway  130,  thence  over  lUinois  High¬ 
way  130  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  33, 
thence  over  Illinois  Highway  33  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  130,  thence  over 
Illinois  Highway  130  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  50.  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations,  and  serving  the  junction  of  UB. 
Highway  45  and  Illinois  Highway  49  for 
the  purpose  of  joinder  only. 

(3)  between  Kankakee,  HI.,  and 
jimction  Illinois  Highways  1  and  IT; 
from  Kankakee  over  Hlinois  Highway  17 
to  jimction  Hlinois  Highway  1,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations,  and  serving 
the  termini  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only;  (4)  between  Effingham,  HI.,  and 
Newton,  HI.;  from  Effingham,  over 
Hlinois  Highway  33  to  Newton,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regiilar-route  operations  and  serving  the 
termini  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only; 


(5)  between  Junction  UB.  Bfighway  45 
and  Hlinois  Highway  37  south  of  Effing- 
liam,  HL.  and  junction  UB.  Highways  45 
and  50  west  of  Flora,  HI.;  from  junction 
UB.  Highway  45  and  Hlinois  Highway  37, 
over  UB.  Highway  45  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  50.  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations  and  serving  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  45  and  Hlinois  Highway  37  for 
the  purpose  of  joinder  only;  and  (6)  be¬ 
tween  Effingham,  HI.,  and  Vandalia,  Ill. ; 
from  Effingham  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
Vandalia  (also  from  Effingham  over 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  Vandalia) ,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations  and  serving 
the  termini  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  dilcago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  13806  (Sub-No.  28),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  12,  1965.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA 
HAULING  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
Glen  Allen,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Spencer  T.  Money,  411  Park  Lane  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pallet  and  pallet  boxes, 
skids  and  platforms,  from  Orange,  Va., 
to  points  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
points  in  Anne  Arundel,  Baltimore,  Car- 
roll,  Frederick.  Howard,  Montgomery, 
and  Prince  Georges  Counties,  Md.,  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania  (1)  On  and  with¬ 
in  the  area  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  611  to  Easton,  Pa.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  230  to  Lancaster, 
Pa.,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30 
to  point  of  beginning  at  Philadelphia, 
including  points  on  the  indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  highways  specified,  and  (2) 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  1  extend¬ 
ing  between  Philadelphia  and  Morris- 
ville.  Pa. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Wasblngton, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  16634  (Sub-No.  13).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  11,  1965.  Applicant:  S’TRANG 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Elmer.  N.J. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  H. 
Trayford,  220  East  42d  Street,  New  York 
17,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
and  poultry  feed,  and  animal  and  poultry 
feed  ingredients  and  additives  (exclud¬ 
ing  liquid  commodities,  in  bulk)  from 
Bordentown,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State  line  (except  points  in  Monroe, 
Wayne,  Northampton,  and  Lackawanna 
Counties,  Pa.). 

Note:  If  a  beating  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  WasblngUm, 
D.C. 


No.  MC  19778  (Sub-No.  68),  filed  Jan- 
uary  11,  1965.  Applicant:  THE  MTL- 
WAUKEE  MOTOR  TRANSPORT A-nON 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  516  West 
Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago,  HI.,  60604. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  F,  Munseli 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes! 
transporting:  Contractors'  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies,  between  points 
on  the  rail  lines  of  Chicago.  Milwaukee, 
St.  Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  in  South 
Dakota,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  South  Dakota. 

Note:  Applicant  is  a  wholly  owned  subsldl. 
ary  of  tbe  Chicago.  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  & 
Pacibc  Railroad  Co.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at 
Pierre,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  64).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15.  1965.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  408  South  12th  Avenue,  Marshall¬ 
town,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Articles  of  iron  and  steel,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.,  Bums  Har¬ 
bor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota.  Missouri,  and 
Nebraska. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  125) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15, 1965.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  301  Highway 
North,  Dade  City.  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  William  G.  Spruill,  1815  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dairy  products,  from  Fari¬ 
bault,  Pine  Island,  New  Richland,  Albert 
Lea,  Waseca,  New  Ulm,  and  Lakefleld, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Alabama.  Florida, 
Georgia,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Virginia 
and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  58) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14, 1965.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER, 
INC.,  Rural  Delivery  No.  3,  Chambers- 
burg.  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  goods,  from  points  in  York 
County,  Pa.  (except  those  in  Penn  Town¬ 
ship)  to  points  in  Rhode  Island. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Wasblngton, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  32324  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  15.  1965.  Applicant:  HAROLD  RO¬ 
BERT  AND  ALFRED  ANDERTEN,  doing 
business  as  ANDERTEN  &  ROBERT,  605 
Washington  Ave.,  Belleville,  N.J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J., 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Electric 
field  coils,  between  the  plantsite  of  A.  M. 
Leacock  Co.,  Belleville.  N.J..  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Harmon,  N.Y. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Newark,  NJ., 
or  New  York,  N.Y. 
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No.  MC  33640  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  14. 1965.  Applicant:  P.  D.  CARROLL 
trucking  company,  a  corporation, 
15M  West  Lake  Street,  Chicago,  HI., 
60607.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Eugene  L. 
Cohn,  One  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago 
2  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
cwnmodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  between  the  plantsite 
of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.,  Bums  Har¬ 
bor  Plant,  located  in  Porter  County,  Ind., 
and  Chicago,  Ill. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplication  of 
authority  Is  sought.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  35890  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965.  Applicant:  BLOIXSETT 

dncrated  furniture  service, 

INC.,  845  Chestnut  Street  SW.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Ronald  W.  Malin,  Bank  of  Jamestown 
Building,  Jamestown,  N.Y.,  14701.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  furniture,  un¬ 
crated,  (1)  Prom  Grand  Rapids,  Lowell, 
Otsego,  and  Holland,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Virginia  and  West  Virginia;  (2)  from 
Chicago,  m..  to  points  in  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia;  (3)  between  points  in 
North  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Jamestown,  N.Y.,  and 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  (4)  between  points  in 
Maryland,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Indiana  and  Michigan. 

Note:  Applicant  states  by  tacking  Its  pres¬ 
ent  authority,  it  Is  authorized  to  serve  each 
origin  and  destination  point  involved  in  this 
application.  The  sole  purpose  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  eliminate  the  necessity  of 
observing  gateways  In  providing  such  trans¬ 
portation  service.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washln^n,  D.C. 

No.  MC  48956  (Sub-No.  2)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  December  28,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  January 
13,  1965,  amended  January  18,  1965,  re¬ 
published  as  amended  January  27,  1965, 
and  republished  as  further  amended  this 
Issue.  Applicant:  JAMES  FLEMING 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  East  Street,  Suffield, 
Conn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Thomas  W. 
Murrett,  410  Asylum  Street,  Hartford, 
Conn.,  06103.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  whole¬ 
sale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and  food 
business  houses;  and,  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
nesses  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
limited  to  movements  from,  to  or  between 
points,  warehouses,  or  other  facilities  of 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  between  Suffield, 
Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire.  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Delaware.  Massachusetts,  Maryland, 
<md  points  in  Virginia  on  the  Delmarva 
Peninsula. 


Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republlcation  Is 
to  add  points  In  Virginia  on  the  Delmarva 
Peninsula.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Hartford, 
Ck)nn. 

No.  MC  52458  (Sub-No.  197),  filed 
January  14,  1965,  Applicant:  T.  I.  MC¬ 
CORMACK  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  U.S.  Route  9  at  Green  Street, 
Woodbridge,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1000  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glycerine,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Armour  &  Co„  located  near  Aurora,  HI., 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Missouri,  Wisconsin,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applcant  does  not  specify  location. 

No.  MC  59583  (Sub-No.  103) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  THE  MASON 
&  DIXON  LINES.  INCORPORATED, 
Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Clifford  E.  Sanders, 
321  East  Center  Street,  Kingsport,  Tenn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading),  serving 
Etowah,  Tenn.,  located  on  U.S.  Highway 
411,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  presently  authorized 
regular  route  over  U.S.  Highway  11,  be¬ 
tween  Knoxville  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  120)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  December  21,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  13,  1965,  amended  January  21, 
1965,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  HERMAN  BROS., 
INC.,  2501  North  11th  Street,  Post  Office 
Box  189,  Downtown  Station.  Omaha, 
Nebr.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Herman  W. 
Huber,  101  East  High  Street,  Jefferson 
City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cement. 

(1)  From  the  plantsite  of  River  Cement 
Co.,  in  Jefferson  County,  Mo.,  and  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Hll- 
nois,  Iowa,  Indiana.  Kentucky,  Missouri, 
and  Tennessee,  and  (2)  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Missouri,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  proposes  to  trans¬ 
port  returned,  refused,  or  rejected  shipments, 
on  return  in  (1),  and  between  points  in  (2). 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 

(2) ,  between  points  in  each  of  the  destina¬ 
tion  States  listed  in  (1) ,  for  River  Cement  Co. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  121),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  HERMAN 
BROS.  INC.,  2501  North  11th  Street. 
Omaha,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  L.  Stem,  924  City  National  Bank 
Building.  Omaha,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehi(de,  over  irregular  routes. 


transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  in¬ 
gredients.  from  the  plantsite  of  W.  R. 
Grace  Chemical  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Perry,  Iowa,  to  points  In  Illinois,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin,  and  re¬ 
turned,  rejected,  and  refused  shipments 
of  the  commodities  specified  above,  on 
return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  367) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  RCXiERS 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1439  West 
103d  Street,  Chicago.  HI.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago  3.  HI.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  ni¬ 
trogen  fertilizer  solutions,  ammoniating 
solutions,  and  aqua  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Southern  Nitrogen  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at 
or  near  Columbia  Park  (Finney) ,  Hamil¬ 
ton  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  and  the  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigan. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  65697  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  July 
31, 1964.  Applicant:  THEATRES  SERV¬ 
ICE  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  830  WU- 
loughby  Way  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  David  A.  Sutherlund, 
1120  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  having  an  immediately  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air.  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Birmingham  Municipal  Airport  at 
or  near  Birmingham.  Ala.,  and  points  in 
Alabama  and  Tennessee,  as  follows;  (a) 
From  Birmingham,  Ala.,  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Tuscaloosa.  Ala.  (also  from 
Birmingham  over  Interstate  Highway  59 
to  Tuscaloosa) ,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
43  to  Hamilton,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (b)  in  a  circuitous  manner,  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  specified  immedi¬ 
ately  above  to  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  43  to  Fayette,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  18  to 
Vernon,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama  High¬ 
way  17  to  Sulligent,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  the  Alabama-Mississippi 
State  line. 

Thence  return  over  U.S.  Highway  278 
to  Guin,  Ala.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off -route 
point  of  Cordova,  Ala.;  (c)  from  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Pulaski,  Tenn.  (also  from  Birmingham 
over  Interstate  Highway  65  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Pulaski),  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (d)  from  Birmingham,  Ala.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  78  to  Jasper,  Ala.,  thence 
over  Alabama  Highway  5  to  Phil  Camp¬ 
bell,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  43 
to  Florence,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the 
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same  route,  serving '  all  Intermediate 
points;  (e)  from  Birmingham,  Ala.,  as 
specified  immediately  above  to  Phil 
Campbell,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  43  to  junction  Alternate  UJ5.  High¬ 
way  72,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  72  to  Huntsville,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (f)  from  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  over  Alabama  Highway  75  to  One- 
onta,  Ala.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
231  to  Himtsville,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  72  to  Athens,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (g)  in  a  circuitous  man¬ 
ner,  from  Birmingham,  Ala.  over  U.S. 
Highway  280  to  Sylacauga,  Ala.,  thence 
over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Talladega,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  21  to  Piedmont,  Ala.,  thence 
over  UJS.  Highway  278  to  Attalla,  Ala., 
and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  (also  from  Attalla  over 
Interstate  Highway  59  to  Birmingham) , 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (h)  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  specified  immedi¬ 
ately  above  to  Attalla,  Ala.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  431  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  and  (i) 
from  Birmingham,  Ala.  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  431, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  Intends  to  tack 
the  above  described  routes,  (1)  (a)  through 
(i)  Inclusive,  with  each  other. 

(2)  Between  Montgomery  Municipal 
Airport  at  or  near  Montgomery,  Ala.,  and 
points  in  Alabama  and  Georgia,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (a)  Prom  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  331  to  Opp,  Ala.,  thence 
over  Alabama  Highway  52  to  Dothan, 
Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84  to 
Elba,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama  High¬ 
way  189  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  331, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (b)  from  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Dothan,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off -route  pioints  of  Daleville  and 
Fort  Rucker,  Ala.;  (c)  from  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  over  UB.  Highway  231  to 
Troy,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  29 
to  Luveme,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (d)  from  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over 
U.S.  lUghway  231  to  Dothan,  Ala.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  431  to  Eufaula,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  231,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (e)  from  Montgomery,  Ala.,  as 
specified  immediately  above  to  Ekifaula, 
Ala.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  431 
through  Coliunbus,  Ga.,  to  Opelika, 
Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (f) 
from  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over  UB. 
Highway  231  to  Troy,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (g)  from  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  as  specified  immediately  above  to 
Troy,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  29 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (h)  from  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Columbus, 
Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 


serving  all  intermediate  points;  (i)  from 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  over  U,S.  Highway  80 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  29  to  Auburn,  Ala.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  (j)  from  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  over  UB.  Highway  231  to  We- 
tumpka,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  14  to  Auburn,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points;  and  (k)  from  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  as  specified  immediately  above  to 
Wetumpka,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  14  to  junction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  81,  thence  over  Alabama  Highway  81 
to  Tuskegee,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  Intends  to  tack 
the  above  described  routes.  (2)  (a)  through 
(k)  inclusive,  with  each  other. 

(3)  Between  Albany  Municipal  Airport 
at  or  near  Albany,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Georgia  and  Alabama,  as  follows:  (a) 
Prom  Albany,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  19 
to  Thomasville,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  Dothan,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  the  off -route  point  of 
Cedar  Springs,  Ga.;  (b)  from  Albany,  Ga. 
over  Georgia  Highway  91  to  Donalson- 
ville,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (c)  from 
Albany,  Ga.,  over  Georgia  Highway  91 
to  junction  Georgia  Highway  62,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  62  to  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  52  to  Dothan,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (d)  from  Albany,  Ga., 
over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Eufaula,  Ala., 
thence  return  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
junction  Georgia  Highway  39,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  39  to  Pt.  Gaines, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  37  to 
Leary,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(e)  from  Albany,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  Dawson,  Ga..  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  55  to  Richland,  Ga., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (f)  from  Albany, 
Ga.  over  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Ellaville, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  153 
to  Preston,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  280  to  Richland,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  27  to  Lumpkin,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Cuthbert, 
Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  and  (g) 
from  Albany,  Ga.,  as  specified  immedi¬ 
ately  above  to  Richland,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  280  to  Columbus,  Ga., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  intends  to 
tack  the  above  described  routes,  (3)  (a) 
through  (g)  inclusive,  with  each  other. 
(4)  Between  Knoxville  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  at  or  near  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and 
points  in  Tennessee,  as  follows:  (a) 
Prom  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  441  to  Lake  City,  Tenn.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  (b)  from  Elnoxville, 
Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  25W  to  La 
FoUette,  Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(c)  in  a  circuitous  manner,  from  Knox¬ 


ville,  Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  25W  to 
Clinton,  Tenn.,  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highway  61  to  Rockwood,  Tenn.,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  70  to  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  (also  from  junction  ■ftn. 
nessee  Highway  61  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40,  north  of  Rockwood,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  Knoxville) ,  servi^ 
all  intermediate  points;  (d)  from  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
Athens,  Tenn.,  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highway  39  to  Englewood,  Term.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (e)  from  Knoxville, 
Term.,  over  U.S.  Highway  IIW  to  Bristol, 
Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (f) 
from  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  HE  to  Bristol.  Term.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (g)  from  Knoxville, 
Term.,  over  U.S.  Highway  HE  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  19E,  thence  over  UJ3. 
Highway  19E  to  Elizabethton,  Tenn, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  321  to  John¬ 
son  City,  Term.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  point  of  Erwin, 
Tenn.;  (h)  from  Knoxville,  Term.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  441  to  Gatlinburg,  Term, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (i)  frcxn 
Knoxville.  Term.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
441  to  Sevierville,  Term.,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  411  to  Greeneville,  Tenn., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (j)  from  Knox¬ 
ville,  Term.,  over  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  25E,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  25E  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11 W,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  sdl  intermediate  points;  and  (k) 
from  Knoxville,  Term.,  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  129  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  411, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  411  to  Engle¬ 
wood,  Term.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  intends  to  tack 
the  above  described  routes,  (4)  (a)  through 
(k)  Inclusive,  with  each  other. 

(5)  Between  Chattanooga  Municipal 
Airport  at  or  near  Chattanooga,  Term, 
and  points  in  Termessee  and  Georgia,  as 
follows:  (a)  From  Chattanooga.  Term., 
over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  11,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
(b)  in  a  circuitous  marmer,  from  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Term.,  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
La  Fayette,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  143  to  junction  Georgia  High¬ 
way  201,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
201  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Term.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (c)  from  Chattanooga,  Term., 
over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  411,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
411  to  Englewood,  Term.,  smd  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (d)  from  Chattanooga,  Term., 
over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Cleveland,  Tenn., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Athens, 
Term.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serwing  all  intermediate  points;  (e)  from 
Chattanooga,  Term.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  Rockwood,  Term.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points;  and  (f)  from  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 
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over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Murfreesboro, 
Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Non:  Applicant  states  It  Intends  to  tack 
the  above  described  routes,  (5)  (a)  through 
(f)  inclusive,  with  each  other. 

(6)  Between  Nashville  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  at  or  near  Nashville,  Term.,  and 
points  in  Tennessee  and  Alabama,  as 
follows:  (a)  In  a  circuitous  manner, 
from  Nashville,  Term.,  over  UH.  High¬ 
way  3  IE  to  Gallatin,  Term.,  thence  over 
Tennessee  Highway  25  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  10,  thence  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  10  to  Lafayette,  Term., 
thence  over  Termessee  Highway  52  to 
Livingston,  Term.,  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highway  42  to  Cookeville,  Term.,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  70N  to  Nash¬ 
ville,  Term.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  (b)  from  Nashville,  Term.,  over 
UB.  Highway  31  to  Pulaski,  Term., 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  64  to  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Term.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
231  to  Huntsville,  Ala.,  thence  retiurn  over 
UB.  Highway  231  to  Murfreesboro,  Term., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points:  (c)  in  a  cir¬ 
cuitous  marmer,  from  Nashville,  Term., 
over  alternate  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Shel- 
byville.  Term.,  thence  over  Termessee 
Highway  64  to  Lewisburg,  Term.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  431  to  Fayetteville, 
Tenn.,  and  thence  return  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  431  to  Nashville,  Term.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  (d>  from  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  over  alternate  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Lewisburg,  Term.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  and  (e)  from  Nashville,  Term., 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Murfreesboro, 
Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  Intends  to  tack 
the  above  described  routes,  (6)  (a)  through 
(e)  inclusive,  with  each  other. 

(7)  Between  Atlanta  Municipal  Airport 
at  or  near  Atlanta.  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Georgia,  Alabama,  and  North  Carolina, 
as  follows:  (a)  From  Atlanta.  Ga..  over 
UB.  Highway  278  to  Union  Point,  Ga., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Social  Circle,  Ga.:  (b)  in  a  cir¬ 
cuitous  maimer,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  78  to  Athens.  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  72  to  Emberton, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  77  to 
Hartwell,  Ga.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  (c)  in  a  circuitous  man¬ 
ner,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  Monroe.  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  11  through  Winder, 
Ga.,  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  124, 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  124  to  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
59  to  Lavonia,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  17  to  jimction  U.S.  Highways 
23  and  441,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Atlanta,  Ga..  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  (d)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  as 
specified  immediately  above  to  jimction 
H.S.  Highways  23  and  441,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  23  to  Cornelia,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  123  to  Toccoa,  Ga., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points:  (e)  from  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  as  specified  immediately  above  to 


junction  U.S.  Highways  23  and  441, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Ga.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  129 
to  Jefferson,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  (f)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Murphy,  N.C.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Hayesville,  N.C., 
thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway  69 
to  the  North  Carolina-Georgia  State 
line,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  17  to 
junction  Georgia  Highway  75,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  75  to  Cleveland, 
Ga.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  129  to 
Gainesville,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points: 

(g)  From  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  19  to  Blairsville,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  76  to  junction  Georgia 
Highways  17  and  75.  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  (h)  from  Atlanta,  Ga..  over  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  Piedmont,  Ala.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points:  (i)  from  Atlanta,  Ga., 
over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  Cedartown,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  La 
Fayette.  Ga..  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(j)  from  Rome,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
411  to  Cartersville,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  20  to  Rome,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  53  to  Calhoim, 
Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (k)  from 
Cedartown,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  27 
to  Carrollton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  61  to  Villa  Rica,  Ga..  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (1)  from  Atlanta,  Ga., 
over  Georgia  Highway  166  to  Bowdon, 
Ga..  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (m) 
from  Atlanta.  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  29 
to  Newnan,  Ga.  (also  from  Atlanta  over 
Interstate  Highway  85  to  Newnan) , 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  34  to  the 
Georgia- Alabama  State  line,  thence  over 
Alabama  Highway  22  to  Roanoke.  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  431  to  Opelika, 
Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (n)  from 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to 
Moreland.  Ga.  (also  from  Atlanta  over 
Interstate  Highway  85  to  Moreland), 
thence  over  alternate  UB.  Highway  27  to 
Harris,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  18  to  Pine  Mountain,  Ga. 

Thence  over  UB.  Highway  27  to  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
280  to  Richland,  Ga..  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points:  (o)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  85  to  Woodbury,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  85W  to  jimction 
alternate  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  over 
alternate  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Columbus, 
Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  ix)ints:  (p)  from 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  as  specified  immediately 
above  to  Woodbury.  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  85E  to  junction  alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  27,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
pomts;  (q)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over 
Georgia  Highway  85  to  Fayetteville,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  54  to 
Peachtree  City,  Ga..  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  34  to  Newnan,  Ga.,  and  return 


over  the  same  route,  serving  all  mter- 
mediate  pomts;  (r)  from  Atlanta,  Ga., 
over  UB.  Highway  41  to  Macon,  Ga.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  pomts;  (s)  from  Atlanta. 
Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Bamesville, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  36  to 
Thomaston,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  mtermedlate 
points:  (t)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  78  to  Anniston,  Ala.  (also  from 
Atlanta  over  Interstate  Highway  20  to 
Anniston),  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  servmg  all  intermediate  pomts; 
(u)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
29  to  Auburn,  Ala.  (also  from  Atlanta 
over  Interstate  Highway  85  to  Auburn) , 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  p>oints;  (v)  from  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  19  to 
Ellaville,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 

(w)  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  Cartersville,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  411  to  Englewood.  Term., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  pomts;  and  (x)  from 
Atlanta.  Ga.,  over  UB.  Highway  41  to 
Murfreesboro,  Term.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  intends  to  tack 
tbe  above  described  routes,  (7)  (a)  through 

(x)  inclusive,  with  each  other.  Spxciai. 
Note:  Applicant  states,  in  sununary,  routes 
(1)  through  (6)  above  are  to  be  operated  in¬ 
dependently  and  are  not  to  be  tacked  with 
one  another,  for  example,  routes  In  (1)  with 
routes  in  (2).  Routes  in  (7).  however,  are 
to  be  tacked  with  routes  (1)  through  (6). 
thereby  accomplishing  service  between  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  and  all  points  described.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa.,  and  Nash- 
vlUe,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  66993  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965,  Applicant:  JOHN  J. 
MYRES,  domg  busmess  as  NATIONAL 
CTTY  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  2150 
McKinley  Avenue,  National  City,  Calif. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Edward  M.  Berol, 
100  Bush  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.. 
94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vetode,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transportmg:  Used 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  m  17  M.C.C.  467,  between  points 
in  Los  Angeles,  Orange.  San  Diego,  and 
Imperial  Counties.  Calif. 

Notx:  Applicant  states  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  68539  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  ROMANS 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Ord,  Nebr. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  Max  Hardtog, 
Post  Oflace  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  raw  and  manufactured,  from  an 
area  in  Nebraska,  bounded  on  the  east 
by  U.S.  Highway  81,  on  the  west  by  UB. 
Highway  83,  on  the  north  by  the  Ne¬ 
braska-South  Dakota  State  line  and  on 
the  south  by  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State 
Une,  mcluding  pomts  on  said  highway 
boundaries,  to  pomts  in  North  Dakota. 
South  Dakota,  Colorado.  Kansas.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Wyoming,  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
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and  damaged  and  rejected  shipments,  on 
return. 

Nora:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  80428  (Sub-No.  40) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  McBRIDE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC,,  Main  and 
Nelson  Streets,  Goshen,  N.Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Robert  V.  Gianniny,  900 
Midtown  Tower,  Rochester  4,  N.Y.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Feed,  in  bulk  and 
in  bags,  and  in  mixed  shipments,  from 
Olean,  N.Y.,  to  pioints  in  Pennsylvania, 
and  refused,  rejected,  and  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  commodity  specified  above, 
on  return. 

Nora:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  461) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1965.  Applicant:  ELDON 

MILLER,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  617, 
531  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64141.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
comomn  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paint,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Iowa  to  points  in  Georgia,  Kansas,  and 
Louisiana. 

Nora:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  148) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965.  Applicant:  BONNEY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
12388,  'Thomas 'Comer  Station,  Norfolk, 
Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Wilmer  B. 
Hill,  Transportation  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  potato  products  other 
than  frozen,  with  or  without  other  in¬ 
gredients,  cooked,  diced,  fiaked,  pow¬ 
dered,  shredded,  or  sliced,  from  points  in 
Montcalm  County,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Michigan,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  Missouri,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Virginia,  West  Virgiriia,  North  Carolina, 
Delaware,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Kentucky,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Nora:  If  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  51),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  7,  1965.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES.  INC.,  210  West  McBee  Avenue, 
Post  Office  Box  1628,  Greenville,  S.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Henry  P.  Willl- 
mon.  Box  1075,  Greenville,  S.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  from  points  in 
Payette  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii,  and  damaged  and  rejected 
shipments,  on  return. 

Nora:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 


No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  52) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965.  Applicant:  ’TRANSIT 
HOMES.  INC.,  210  West  McBee  Avenue, 
Post  Office  Box  1628,  Greenville,  S.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Henry  P.  Willi- 
mon.  Box  1075,  Greenville,  S.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Traders,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  from  points  in 
Elast  Carroll  Parish,  La.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii,  and  damaged  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

Nora:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  is  be  held  at  Baton  Rouge, 
La. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  625),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany 
Highway,  Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  M.  Holloway,  Di¬ 
rector  of  Operating  Rights,  Watkins 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products.  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  of  Pro¬ 
ducers  Packing  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho.  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Nora:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  the  proposed  service  is  to  be 
restricted  to  traffic  originated  at  the  plant- 
site  of  Producers  Packing  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Garden  City,  Kans.  If  a  bearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  626),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MO’TOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany 
Highway,  Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  M.  Holloway.  Di¬ 
rector  of  Operating  Rights,  Watkins 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Albany  Highway. 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  produets,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  of 
Producers  Packing  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont. 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Nora:  Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  the  proposed  service  Is  to 
be  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  of  Producers  Packing  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  Garden  City,  Kans.  If  a  hearing 


is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  u 
be  held  at  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  627),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany 
Highway,  Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  M.  Holloway,  Ih- 
rector  of  Operating  Rights,  Watkins 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville.  Ga.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  aTid  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  of  Pro¬ 
ducers  Packing  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  the  proposed  service  Is  to 
be  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  of  Producers  Packing  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  Garden  Chty,  Kans.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  628),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany 
Highway,  Thomasville.  Ga.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  M.  Holloway,  Di¬ 
rector  of  Operating  Rights,  Watkins 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Confectionery,  syrups,  sauces,  top¬ 
pings  and  chocolate  products  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  and  advertising 
materials  and  displays  and  dispensing 
equipment  and  premiums,  when^  moving 
in  connection  with  confectionery^  syrups, 
sauces,  toppings  and  chocolate  products 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
Oakdale,  CaJlf.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
New  Mexico,  Texas,  Colorado,  Utah, 
Nevsuia,  Wyoming,  Montana,  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
does  not  8i>ecify  place  of  hearing. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  629),  filed 
January  21,  1965.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany 
Highway,  ’Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  M.  Holloway,  Di¬ 
rector  of  Operating  Rights,  Watkins 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Albany  Highway, 
’Thomasville,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Flavoring  syrups,  in  containers,  re¬ 
quiring  refrigeration,  from  Atlanta.  Ga., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana.  Arkansas,  and 
Georgia. 

Note:  Oommon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  193),  filed 
January  11, 1965.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
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DRIVE-AWAY.  INC.,  2800  Lexington 
Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North 
Meridian  Street.  Indianapolis  8.  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
non  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck- 
away  service,  from  points  in  Rowan 
County,  N.C.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  except  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and 
rejected  shipments,  on  return. 

Non:  It  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
ippUcant  does  not  ^eclfy  a  location. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  194),  filed 
January  11, 1965.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC,,  2800  Lexington 
Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North 
Meridian  Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  Coimty, 
Va.,  to  points  in  the  United  States,  ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  rejected 
shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  105750  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1965.  Applicant:  S.  D’ ANTONI, 
INC.,  1333  Jefferson  Highway,  New 
Orleans  21,  La.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Harold  R.  Ainsworth,  2307  American 
Bank  Building.  New  Orleans  12.  La.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  flavoring 
syrup,  in  bulk,  in  shipper -owned  cargo 
tank  vehicles,  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to 
Belzoni,  Biloxi,  Brookhaven,  Carthage, 
Clarksdale,  Cleveland.  Columbia,  Green¬ 
ville,  Greenwood,  Grenada,  Gulfport, 
Hattiesburg,  Houston,  Jackson,  Laurel. 
Lexington,  Louisville,  McComb,  Merid¬ 
ian,  Natchez,-  Newton,  Ocean  Springs, 
Philadelphia,  Picairune,  Quitman,  Sardis, 
Vicksburg,  Water  Valley,  and  Yazoo  City, 
Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  rejected 
shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
N>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans, 
U. 

No.  MC  105940  (Sub-No.  5)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  December  18.  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
January  13.  1965,  amended  January  21, 
1965,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  SAFEWAY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CORPORATION.  Building  No.  263, 
Distribution  Street,  Port  Newark,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.,  073C6.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  other  than  frozen,  from  the 
site  of  East  Coast  Warehouse  and  Dis¬ 
tribution  Corp.,  Port  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Suffolk  County,  N.Y. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  show  Port  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  as  the  location 
of  the  plant  site  of  East  Coast  Warehouse 
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ously  published.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Newark,  KJ.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  106051  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  OLD 
COLONY  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  56  Prospect  Street,  New  Bedford. 
Mass.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis  E. 
Barrett,  Jr.,  182  Forbes  Building,  Forbes 
Road.  Braintree  84,  Mass.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cartons  and  corrugated 
sheets,  from  Fall  River,  Mass.,  to  Auburn, 
Augusta,  Bangor,  Belfast,  Boothbay  Har¬ 
bor,  Eastport,  Farmington,  Lewiston, 
Portland,  Sanford,  South  Paris,  Unity, 
Waterville,  and  Winterport,  Maine,  and 
Belmont,  Conway,  Derry,  Dover,  Fran¬ 
conia,  Franklin,  Greenfield,  Hampton 
Falls,  Hollis,  Laconia,  Manchester,  Mil¬ 
ford,  Nashua,  Newport,  and  Ports¬ 
mouth,  N.H. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  106997  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
January  15, 1965.  Applicant:  ARTHUR 
PIERSON,  119  Water  Street,  Newton, 
N.J,  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey 
Cfity,  NmJ.,  07306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sensitized  photographic  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  from  Newton, 
NJ.,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Detroit,  Mich., 
Wa^ington,  D.C.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ations  will  be  under  continuing  contract 
with  Anken  Chemical  &  Film  Corp.  of  New¬ 
ton,  NJ.,  and  if  the  above  authority  is 
granted  it  wiil  request  concellation  of  its 
authority  in  MC  106997  Sub  9.  Applicant 
is  also  authorized  to  conduct  operations  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Certificate  MC  108036; 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106997  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
January  15,  1965.  Applicant:  ARTHUR 
PIERSON,  119  Water  Street.  Newton. 
N.J.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rough 
steel  forgings,  between  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
Roselle,  N.  J. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  under  contract  with  H.  K.  Porter 
Co.,  Inc.  Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  under  MC  108035,  therefore,  dual 
operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  351),  filed 
January  8,  1965.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  Keosauqua  at 
Third,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  H.  L.  Fabritz,  Post  Office 
Box  855,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fertilizer,  fertilizer  mate¬ 
rials,  and  fertilizer  ingredients,  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  nitrogen  fertilizer 
solutions,  from  Erie  and  Chicago  Heights, 
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5  miles  of  each,  to  points  in  Illinois. 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri.  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107500  (Sub-No.  88),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  BUR¬ 
LINGTON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC,,  796 
South  Pearl  Street,  Galesburg,  Ill.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  R.  J.  Schreiber,  547 
West  Jackson  Boulevard.  Chicago,  Ill. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C,  467,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  serving  the  site  of  Co- 
minco  Products,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Hoag,  Nebr.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  and  St.  Francis, 
Kans. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  110),  filed 
January  7,  1965.  Applicant:  ’TRI- 

STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration.  Post  Office  Box  113,  Joplin.  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Max  G.  Morgan, 
443-54  American  National  Building. 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Source,  special  nuclear  and 
byproduct  materials,  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials,  and  related  reactor-experiment 
equipment,  component  parts,  and  associ¬ 
ated  materials,  between  General  Elec¬ 
tric’s  Vallecitos  Laboratory  located  near 
Pleasanton,  Calif.,  and  United  States 
Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  Savannah 
River  plant  located  near  Dunbarton,  S.C. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  109821  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
January  13,  1965.  Applicant:  H.  W. 
TAYNTON  COMPANY,  INC.,  40  Main 
Street,  Wellsboro,  Pa.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Robert  DeKroyft,  Woolworth 
Building,  233  Broadway,  New  York  7, 
N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
articles  and  articles  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  sale,  or  distribution  thereof,  be¬ 
tween  Frederick,  Md.,  and  points  in  New 
York. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Elmira,  or 
Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  110053  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14.  1965.  Applicant:  ILLINOIS 
STATE  MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  1800 
West  31st  Street,  Chicago,  m.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Eugene  L.  Cohn,  One 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago  2,  IlL 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


and  Distribution  Corp.,  In  lieu  of  that  prevl-  HI.,  and  Carmel,  Ind.,  and  points  within  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
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routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel,  and 
iron  and  steel  articles,  between  the  plant- 
site  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.,  Burns 
Harbor  plant,  located  in  Porter  County, 
Ind.,  and  Chicago,  Ill. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplicating 
authority  is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  409),  filed 
January  11, 1965.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
100  South  Calumet  Street,  Burlington, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
H.  Pigge,  Post  Office  Box  339,  Burlington, 
Wis.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^x>rting:  Textile 
softeners,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Peoria,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  410),  filed 
January  11, 1965.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
100  South  Calumet  Street,  Burlington, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
H.  Figge  (same  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Com  products,  dry,  from 
Mt.  Vernon,  Ind.,  to  Millstaidt,  Bl.,  St. 
Loiiis,  and  Salem,  Mo. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  411),  filed 
January  11, 1965.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Po^  Office  Box  339, 
100  South  Caliunet  Street,  Burlington, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
H.  Figge  (same  as  applicant).  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  l^uth  Beloit,  HI.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Oklahoma,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  412),  filed 
January  14, 1965.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
100  South  Calumet  Street,  Burlington. 
Wis.  Applicant’s  representative :  Fred  H. 
Figge  (same  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk  and  in 
bags,  from  El  Paso,  Ill.,  and  points  with¬ 
in  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky.  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago.  HI., 
or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  295),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  8418, 
Winston-Salem  Road,  Greensboro,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis  W.  Mc- 
Inemy.  1000  16th  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  Narrows.  Va.,  and  points  within 
five  (5)  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Cumberland,  Md.,  and 
points  within  fifteen  (15)  miles  thereof. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  296),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  8418, 
Winston-Salem  Road,  Greensboro,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis  W.  Mc- 
Inemy,  1000  16th  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  the  Tri- 
City  Regional  Port  Complex,  located  in 
Madison  County,  Ill.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  274),  filed 
January  11, 1965.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
COAST  ’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Wilson  Ter¬ 
minal  Building.  Post  Office  Box  747, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  57101.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Donald  L.  Stem,  630  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building.  Omaha,  Nebr., 
68102;  and  applicant’s  representative, 
William  J.  Walsh  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Braddock  and  Lake  City,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Fargo.  N.  Dak. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  275),  filed 
January  13,  1965.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  WU- 
son  Terminal  Building,  Post  Office  Box 
747,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  57101.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Donald  L.  Stern,  630 
City  National  Bank  Building,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  68102;  and  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  William  J.  Walsh  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant’s) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  from  points  in  New  York 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  11  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  New  York-Pennsylvania 
State  line  to  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  57  to  Oswego, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota, 
and  Milan,  Ill. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplication  of 
authority  Is  sought.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Rochester,  N.T. 

No.  MC  113325  (Sub-No.  35) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  SLAY 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  2001 
South  Seventh  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
63104.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Chester  A. 
Zyblut,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority 

sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes 
transporting:  Chemicals,  including  fet'. 
tilizer  from  Erie,  Ill.,  and  points  within  5 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In. 
diana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113325  (Sub-No.  36),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  SLAY 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  2001 
South  Seventh  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
63104.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Chester 
A.  Zyblut,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority 

sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes', 
transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk  and  in 
bags,  from  EU  Paso,  HI.,  and  points  within 
5  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Minnesota.  Missouri,  Nebraska  Ohio, 
Permsylvania,  West  Virginia,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  101),  filed 
January  13,  1965.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  770  East  51st  Street,  Denver  16, 
Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  NSEA  Building,  14th  and  J 
Streets,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  In 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles)  ,  from  Perry,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Dakota,  Nebraska,  and  South 
Dakota. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  102),  filed 
January  15.  1965.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  770  East  51st  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Duane  W.  Acklie. 
Post  Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  dairy  products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
766  (except  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  Greeley,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  103),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  770  East  51st  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Duane  W.  Acklie. 
Post  Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  appendix  I,  to  the  report  in 
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Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  ex¬ 
cept  hides) ,  from  the  plantsite  of  Platte 
Valley  Packing  Co.,  located  in  Dawson 
County,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia, 
Virghila,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsyl- 
v^a.  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Vermont,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Washington,  D.C. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
tbe  plantsite  and  cold  storage  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Platte  Valley  Packing  Co.  In  Dawson 
County,  Nebr.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
January  18,  1965.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  770  East  51st  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo., 
80216.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Duane  W. 
Addle,  Post  Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  and  food  products,  from  points  in 
Delta  County,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
January  21,  1965.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  770  East  51st  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo., 
80216.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Duane  W. 
Addle,  Post  Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpiortlng:  Frozen 
foods  and  food  stuffs,  from  points  in 
Michigan  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
27  extending  from  Mackinaw  City  to  the 
ICchigan-Indiana  State  line,  to  points 
in  Massachusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Maine,  Vermont,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Rhode  Island,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Tennessee,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama, 
and  Florida. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing, 
lllch. 

No.  MC  114087  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  14,  1965.  Applicant:  DECATUR 
PETROLEUM  HAULERS,  INC.,  161  First 
Avenue  NE.,  Decatur,  Ala.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  D.  H.  Marksteln,  Jr.,  818-821 
Massey  Building,  Birmingham,  Ala., 
35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  trsmsporting:  Commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk  (except  cement) ,  in  tank  or 
lumper  equipment,  from  Decatur,  Ala., 
and  points  within  15  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
and  Tennessee  (except  paving  tar  and 
chemicals  to  Kingsport,  ’Tenn.) . 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  70) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1965.  Applicant:  WARREN 
transport,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Black  Hawk  County,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer, 
33  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery,  agricultural  implements  and 
parts,  frcun  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  pc^nts 
in  Wisconsin,  the  upper  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Montana, 
North  Dakota,  and  l^uth  Dakota  and 
rejected  shipments  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114301  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  26,  1965.  Applicant:  DELAWARE 
EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation.  Post  Office 
Box  141,  Elkton,  Md.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  Cumberland  Coimty,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  and  Virginia. 

Note;  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  114969  (Sub-No.  21) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  11,  1965.  Applicant:  PROPANE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  27  Water  Street, 
Milford,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  A.  Caldwell,  900  ’Tri-State  Build¬ 
ing,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  45202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  ni¬ 
trogen  fertilizer  solutions,  ammoniating 
solutions,  and  aqua  ammonia,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Southern  Nitrogen  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Columbia 
Park  (Finney) ,  Miami  Township,  Hamil¬ 
ton  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Kentucky, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  and  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub-No.  50) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1965.  Applicant:  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  502 
East  Bridgers  Avenue,  Aubumdale,  Fla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  M.  Craig  Massey, 
223  South  Florida  Avenue,  Drawer  J, 
Lakeland,  Fla.,  33802.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  as  described 
in  Sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
from  Bellefontaine,  Ohio  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Mississippi, 
and  Louisiana. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  115495  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
January  26,  1965.  Applicant:  UNITED 
PARCEL  SERVICE,  INC.,  300  North  Sec¬ 
ond  Street,  St.  Charles,  Ill.,  60174.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorneys:  S.  Harrison  Kahn, 
Suite  733  Investment  Building,  Wash- 
ii^ton,  D.C.,  and  Bernard  G.  Segal  8c 
Irving  R.  Segal,  1719  Packard  Building, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 


sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment; 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  (A)  between  points  in 
Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  and  Florida,  (B) 
between  points  in  the  territory  described 
in  (A)  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota. 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Kentucky.  Grand  Forks 
and  Fargo.  N.  Dak.,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  (C)  between 
points  in  the  territories  described  in  (A) 
and  (B)  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  and  Virginia  any  portion  of 
which  is  within  ten  (10)  miles  of  the 
Pennsylvanla-Ohio,  the  West  Virglnia- 
Ohio,  the  West  Virginia-Kentucky,  the 
Virginia-Kentucky,  the  Virglnia-Tennes- 
see  or  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State 
lines.  RES’TRIcnONS:  (1)  No  service 
shall  be  rendered  in  the  trans^rtatlon 
of  any  package  or  article  weighing  more 
than  50  pounds  or  exceeding  108  inches 
in  length  and  girth  combined,  and  each 
package  or  article  shall  be  considered  as 
a  separate  and  distinct  shipment,  and 
(2)  no  service  shall  be  rendered  between 
department  stores,  specialty  shops  and 
retail  stores  and  the  branches  or  ware¬ 
houses  of  such  stores;  or  between  de¬ 
partment  stores,  specialty  shops,  and 
retail  stores  or  the  branches  or  ware¬ 
houses  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  the  premises  of  the  customers 
of  such  stores. 

Mote:  AppUcant  states  it  intends  to  inter¬ 
line  shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  states  listed  in  (A)  above  with  United 
Parcei  Service,  Inc.,  a  New  York  corporation 
under  common  control  with  applicant.  The 
New  York  oorpOTation  holds  commcm  carrlra; 
authority  in  MC  110200  (Sub-Nos.  2  and  8), 
and  contract  carrier  authority  in  MC  63063 
and  Sub-No.  1  thereto.  Applicant  does  not 
Intend  to  interline  with  the  New  York  cor¬ 
poration,  shipments  moving  between  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Kentxicky, 
Orand  Forks  and  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  points  in  the  territory  served  by 
the  New  York  Company  in  MC  116200  (Sub- 
Nos.  2  and  3),  on  the  other  hand.  Ocunmon 
control  may  be  Involved.  Applicant  bolds 
contract  carrier  authority  in  MC  13426,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  116063  (Sub-No.  59)  (AMEND¬ 
MENTS),  filed  January  11,  1965,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  January 
27,  1965,  amended  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WES’TERN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  INC.,  2400  Cold  Springs  Road. 
Fort  Worth.  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  and 
points  within  fifteen  (15)  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
The  purpose  of  this  repuUlcatlon  is  to 
broaden  the  mrlgln  point.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Houston,  Tex. 
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No.  MC  116063  (Sub-No.  60).  filed 
January  15,  1965.  Applicant:  WEST¬ 
ERN  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  2400  Cold 
Springs  Road,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  116063  (Sub-No.  61).  filed 
January  19,  1965.  Applicant:  WEST¬ 
ERN  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  2400  Cold 
Springs  Road,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  between 
Gulfport,  Miss.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
( except  Alaska  and  Hawaii ) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  Orleans, 
La. 

No.  MC  117058  (Sub-No.  9),  filed 
January  18, 1965.  Applicant:  B.  S.  REY¬ 
NOLDS  COMPANY.  INCORPORATED. 
471  H  Street  NW.,  Washington  1.  D.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Samuel  W.  Eam- 
shaw,  833  Washington  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  at  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Picture  frames,  for  the  account 
of  The  Chessler  Company,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  Washington,  D.C.,  (2) 
photographic  film  and  photographic  ma¬ 
terials  including  prints,  for  the  account 
of  Kodak  Processing  Laboratory.  Inc., 
between  Rockville,  Md.,  Pairfax,  Va.,  and 
points  in  the  Washington.  D.C.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  described  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  (3)  school  supplies,  hair 
goods,  notions,  novelties,  toys,  and  beach 
goods  for  the  account  of  Educational 
Aids  Co.,  Inc.,  between  Rockville,  Md., 
Pairfax,  Va.,  and  points  in  the  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  commercial  zone  as  described 
by  ^e  Commission. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  189) 
(AMENDMENT) ,  filed  January  11,  1965, 
published  Pederal  Register  issue  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1965,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
PROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Elm  Springs. 
Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  H. 
Joyce.  26  North  College.  Fayetteville, 
Ark.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  from  Springdale,  Ark.,  to  EH  Paso, 
Pecos,  Ashley,  and  Alpine,  Tex.,  and 
points  in  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and 
Colorado. 

Note;  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  (1)  add  the  destination  state  of  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  (2)  indicate  Phoenix,  Arlz.,  as  the 
location  applicant  now  requests  for  hearing. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix,  Arlz. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  190),  filed 
January  11.  1965.  Applicant:  WILLIS 


SHAW  PROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Elm 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  H.  Joyce.  26  North  College,  Fayette¬ 
ville.  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  opierate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dairy  products,  from  Parson,  Salina  and 
Moline,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  California,  and  points 
in  Texas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  87 
to  Big  Spring,  Tex.,  and  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  80. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  119531  (Sub-No.  30),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  DIECK- 
BRADER  EXPRESS,  INC.,  5391  Wooster 
Road.  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Suite  3600,  Chicago  2, 
Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper 
containers,  from  Mount  Vernon,  Ohio  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania,  and 
(2)  paper,  from  Plainwell,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Indiana  and  Ohio. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119531  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  DIECK- 
BRADER  EXPRESS.  INC.,  5391  Wooster 
Road,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Suite  3600,  Chicago  2, 
Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Glass 
products,  from  Zanesville,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Illinois,  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia, 
Maryland.  New  York  on  and  west  of  U.S, 
Highway  15.  and  Pennsylvania  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  219,  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  In  or  incidental 
to  the  manufacture  of  glass  products, 
from  points  In  Indiana,  Illinois,  the 
lower  peninsula  of  Michigan.  Kentucky, 
West  Virginia,  Maryland,  New  York  on 
and  west  of  UJS.  Highway  15,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
219,  to  Zanesville,  Ohio. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  50),  filed 
January  11,  1965.  Applicant:  BEAVER 
’TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  Post 
Office  Box  339, 100  South  Calumet  Street, 
Burlington,  Wls.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Fred  H.  Pigge,  Post  Office  Box 
339,  Burlington.  Wis.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  from  Co¬ 
lumbus  Junction,  Iowa  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Non::  Applicant  states  the  above  proposed 
operation  will  be  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantslte  of  Rath  Packing  Co.,  at 
Columbus  Junction,  Iowa.  If  a  bearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 


No.  MC  120877  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  7,  1965.  Applicant:  AR’THUR  A. 
TIMM,  doing  business  as  ’TIMM’S  MOV¬ 
ING  AND  S’TORAGE,  Highway  52  By¬ 
pass,  Minot,  N.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Alan  P.  Wholstetter,  One  Farragut 
Square  South,  Washington.  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Adams,  Billings,  ^ttineau, 
Bowman,  Burke,  Burleigh,  Divide,  I^nn, 
Emmons,  Golden  Valley,  Grant,  Hettin¬ 
ger,  Kidder.  McHenry,  McKenzie,  Mc¬ 
Lean,  Mercer,  Morton,  Mountrail,  Oliver, 
Pierce,  Renville,  Rolette,  Sheridan,  Sioux, 
Slope,  Stark,  Ward,  Wells  and  Williams 
Counties,  N.  Dak.,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  beyond  the  above-mentioned 
counties,  and  further  restricted  to  pickup 
and  delivery  service  incidental  to  and  in 
connection  with  packing,  crating  and 
containerization  or  unpacking,  uncrat¬ 
ing  and  decontainerization  of  such 
shipments. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minot,  N.  Dak. 

No.MC  123233  (Sub-No.  13)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  August  3.  1964,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  August  19, 
1964,  amended  January  25,  1965,  and  re¬ 
published,  as  amended,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PROVOST  CARTAGE,  INC., 
7725  Souligny,  Monf'  J  5.  Quebec,  Can¬ 
ada.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  J. 
Brady,  Jr.,  75  State  Street,  Albany,  N.Y., 
12207.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
and  dry  commodities,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper  tirpe  vehicles,  between  the  ports 
of  entry  located  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  at  or  near  ’Trout  River,  Alex¬ 
andria  Bay,  Rooseveltown,  Ogdensburg, 
and  Champlain,  N.Y.,  Highgate  Springs, 
Derby  Line,  and  Norton,  Vt.,  Jackman, 
Van  Buren,  Houlton,  Vanceboro,  and 
Calais,  Maine,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Maine.  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Maryland.  Connecticut,  Ohio.  Michigan, 
and  Rhode  Island,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  points  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  Canada. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  115111,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  Involved.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  Is  to  clearly  set  forth  the 
proposed  (^rations.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Albany,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  123347  (Sub-No.  2)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT)  ,  filed  October  30, 1964,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  November  11, 
1964,  amended  January  21. 1965,  and  re¬ 
published  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  AJAX  ’TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.. 
517  East  Brooks  Road.  Memphis,  Tenn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  R.  Connor  Wiggins. 
Jr.,  Sterick  Building,  Memphis  3,  Tenn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Corrugated  metal 
and  toelded  steel  pipe,  corrugated  metal 
used  in  fabrication  of  metal  pipe,  tun¬ 
neling  and  retaining  vxlUs,  guard  rails, 
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steel  sheeting,  steel  sheets,  retaining  wall 
spacers,  retaining  wall  stringers,  and  re¬ 
fining  wall  stringer  stiffeners,  and  parts, 
fittings  and  accessories  to  be  used  on  said 
cmmodities  and  moving  therewith  for 
the  account  of  the  Armco  Steel  Corpo¬ 
ration.  (1)  from  Middletown,  Ohio,  and 
Topeka,  Kans.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 
points  in  Arkansas  and  Mississippi  and 
(2)  from  Memphis,  Term.,  to  points  In 
Arkansas,  Mississippi,  Illinois,  Kentucky, 
and  Missouri. 

Note;  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  add  in  part  (2)  the  destination  states 
Illinois.  Kentucky,  and  Missouri.  Applicant 
states  that  it  is  now  authorized  in  Permit 
MC  123347  to  transport  corrugated  metal 
pipe,  and  fittings,  accessories  and  attach¬ 
ments  thereof,  asphalt  coated  and  uncoated. 
In  mixed  shipments,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Armco  Steel  Corporation.  Metal  Products  Di¬ 
vision  of  Memphis.  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  and  Mississippi,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Armco  Steel  Corporation,  Metal 
Products  Division  of  Memphis,  Tenn.  If  a 
bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  123639  (Sub-No.  24)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT)  filed  December  14,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  30,  1964,  amended  January  22,  1965, 
and  republished,  as  amended,  this  issue. 
Applicant;  J.  B.  MONTGOMERY,  INC., 
5150  Brighton  Boulevard,  Denver,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer, 
33  North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  Dl.. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  from  Lexington,  Nebr.,  and 
points  within  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  and 
Minden,  Nebr.,  and  points  within  five 
(5)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Arizona. 
CTallfornia,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon, 
Utah,  and  Washington,  and  exempt 
commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republlcation  is 
to  clearly  set  forth  the  proposed  operations. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  123670  (Sub-No.  5) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  7,  1964.  Applicant:  EARL  R. 
(»OWEL  AND  KENNETH  L.  CROWEL, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
CROWEL  TRUCKING,  701  West  St. 
Clair  Street,  Almont.  Mich.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  M.  Veale,  Suite  1700,  One 
Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  and  proc¬ 
essed  vegetables  and  mixes  thereof,  from 
Imlay  City,  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points 
In  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia,  and 
pallets  and  refused  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above  named  commodities, 
on  return. 

Note;  Applicant  states  the  proposed 
service  will  be  under  continuing  contract 
with  Vlaslc  Food  Products  Company.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Lansing,  Mich. 

No.  MC  124183  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  18.  1965.  Applicant:  GARRISON 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  405  South  Grant 
Avenue.  Fowler,  Ind.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Robert  fC.  Smith,  512  Illinois 
Building,  Indianapolis  4.  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  ii'regular  routes, 
transporting:  Ammonium  nitrate  fertil¬ 
izer.  dry  in  bags,  frmn  the  plant  i^te  of 
Central  Nitrogen,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Iowa, 
Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota  and  damaged 
or  rejected  shipments  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  124324  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  14.  1965.  Applicant:  MURPHY 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Denver,  Ind. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  W.  Smith, 
Suite  511,  Fidelity  Building,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  dry,  from  Detroit, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40. 

Note;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  124658  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  11.  1965.  Applicant:  FRED  E. 
BRADER,  doing  business  as  BRADER 
HAULING  SERVICE.  Post  Office  Box 
655,  Zillah,  Wash.,  98953.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  James  T.  Johnson,  1625  IBM 
Building,  Seattle.  Wash.,  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Orchard  heaters 
and  parts  and  accessories  thereof,  from 
Upland  and  Cucamonga,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Washington  lying  east  of  the  summit 
of  the  Cascade  Mountain  Range  ancl 
points  in  Wasco,  Sherman,  Hood  River, 
Union  and  Baker  Counties.  Oreg. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  common  carrier  In 
Certificate  MC  11722;  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions'  may  be  involved.  If  a  bearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  125694  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Jan- 
uary  15,  1965.  Applicant;  OTTO 

FEIiDT.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  2,  York- 
town  Heights,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Floor  tiles  and  related 
articles,  in  dump  type  equipment,  from 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  to  New  Haven.  Conn. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  is  to  be  under  continuing  contract  with 
KentUe,  Inc.,  of  Brooklyn,  N.T.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  125777  (Sub-No.  45),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  JACK 
GRAY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3200  Gibson 
Transfer  Road,  Hammond,  Ind.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Pig  iron,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Chicago,  Ill.  to 
points  in  Minnesota. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  125785  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
January  15,  1965.  Applicant;  SATURN 


EXPRESS.  INC.,  605  South  14th  Street, 
Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Applicant’s 
attorney;  J.  Max  Harding  (same  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Sisal 
products.  (1)  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  points  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
and  New  Jersey,  and  (2)  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi.  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  NorUi  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa.  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Wyoming,  and  damaged  and 
rejected  shipments  of  the  commodities 
specified  above,  on  return. 

Note;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126136  (Sub-No.  1) .  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  22.  1965.  Applicant:  CHARLES  A. 
POWELL,  doing  business  as  ALASKA 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  Box  605, 
Kodiak,  Alaska.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value),  between  points  on 
Kodiak  Island,  Alaska,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Homer,  Seldovla  and 
Seward,  Alaska,  and  points  on  the  Alaska 
Peninsula  located  on  and  within  25  miles 
of  a  highway  (to  be  constructed)  through 
the  Katmai  National  Monument  from 
the  east  (xiast  of  the  Alaska  Peninsula 
to  King  Sidmon,  Alaska,  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  Naknek,  Alaska. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kodiak, 
Alaska. 

No.  MC  126271  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  25.  1965.  Applicsmt:  DANIEL  L. 
ENSSLIN,  doing  business  as  KODIAK 
’TRANSFER  CO.,  Box  347,  Kodiak, 
Alaska.  Authority  sought  to  (g)erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  in  bulk  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  the  use  of  low-bed 
equipment),  (1)  between  points  on 
Kodiak  Island,  Alaska,  and  (2)  between 
points  on  Kodiak  Island.  Alaska,  on  the 
one  hsmd,  and.  on  the  other,  Homer  anil 
Seward,  Alaska. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kodiak, 
Alaska. 

No.  MC  126381  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  FRANK  RTVI- 
ELLO,  860  West  Oak  Street,  Old  Forge, 
Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rags,  in 
bales,  from  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  to  Norfolk 
and  Portsmouth,  Va.,  East  Point,  Savan¬ 
nah  and  Dosaga,  Ga.,  and  returned  or 
rejected  shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  operation  will  be  restricted  to  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Sanitary  Wiping 
Cloth  &  Burlap  Co.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  does  not  specify  place  of 
hearing. 

No.  MC  126755  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
January  15.  1965.  Applicant:  J. 
EUGENE  WEISENBERGER,  doing  busi- 
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ness  as  BARRETTrS  PICKUP  SERVICE, 
478  Deer  Trail  Road.  Chicago  Heights, 
Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul  J.  Maton, 
Suite  1149,  10  South  La  Salle  Street. 
Chicago,  m.,  60603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Name  plates,  parts,  ma¬ 
chinery,  appliances,  wiring,  tools,  glass 
bottles,  plastic,  and  plastic  materials,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  and  points 
within  a  ten  (10)  mile  radius  thereof, 
and  Chicago,  HI. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126773  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  ASHLEY 
DISPATCHERS,  INC.,  709  Scott  Street. 
Charleston  Heights.  S.C.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Vernon  R.  Scott.  1313  Marion 
Street,  Columbia,  S.C.,  29201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods  between 
points  in  South  Carolina. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Charleston. 
S.C. 

No.  MC  126799  (AMENDMENT) ,  filed 
December  11,  1964,  published  Federal 
Register  issue  of  December  30.  1964, 
amended  January  21,  1965,  and  repub¬ 
lished.  as  amended,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
es^  VERNON  PETERSON  AND  PAT 
KEENETY,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  K  &  P  TRUCKING,  95  Market  Street. 
Oakland.  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Daniel  W.  Baker,  625  Market  Street,  San 
Francisco  5,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  (1)  between  San 
Francisco  and  Richmond,  Calif.;  from 
San  Francisco  over  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  Junction  California  Highway  17, 
and  thence  over  California  Highway  17 
to  Richmond,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
(2)  between  San  Francisco  and  Oakland, 
Calif.;  over  UB.  Highway  50.  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off -route 
point  of  Alameda.  (3)  between  Oakland 
and  Richmond,  Calif.,  over  California 
Highway  17,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  point  of  Ala¬ 
meda,  (4)  between  Oakland  and  Ala¬ 
meda.  Calif.,  over  California  Highway  17 
and  Webster  Street  (Alameda),  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  (5)  between 
points  within  Richmond.  Alameda,  San 
Francisco,  and  Oakland,  Calif.,  over  un¬ 
numbered  highways,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif.  The  pxirpose  of  this  republlca- 
tlon  is  to  clearly  set  forth  the  proposed 
operations. 

No.  MC  126801,  filed  December  14, 
1964.  Applicant;  LLOYD  D.  PETTER- 
SON,  doing  business  as  PETTERSON 
TRUCKING.  Darlington.  Wis.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 


equipment  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) .  (1)  In  a  cir¬ 
cuitous  manner,  from  Darlington,  Wis., 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  23  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  11,  at  or  near  ShuUs- 
burg,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  11  through  Lead  Mine  and  Benton, 
Wis.,  to  Hazel  Green,  Wis.,  thence  return 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  11  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  80.  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  80  through  Cuba  City, 
Wis.,  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
81,  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  81 
to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  23, 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  23  to 
Darlington,  Wis.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (2)  between  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highways  11  and  23  and  Wood¬ 
ford.  Wis.,  from  junction  Wisconsin 
Highways  11  and  23  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  11  through  Gratiot,  Wis.,  to 
South  Wasme.  Wis.,  thence  north  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  176  to  Wiota,  Wis., 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  78  to 
junction  County  Trunk  Y.  thence  over 
County  Tnmk  Y  to  Woodford  (also  from 
Wiota  over  Wisconsin  Highway  78  to 
Gratiot) ,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points  and  junc¬ 
tion  Wisconsin  Highways  11  and  23  for 
the  purpose  of  joinder  with  (1)  above. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Madison, 
Wis. 

No.  MC  126822  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
January  14,  1965.  Applicant:  EiLDEN 
CORBAN,  doing  business  as  CORBAN 
TRUCK  LINE,  Post  OflBce  Box  23,  Pas¬ 
saic.  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Carll  V. 
Kretsinger,  Suite  510  Professional  Build¬ 
ing,  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  64106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Salted  hides  and  pelts, 
green  and  processed  and  nonprocessed 
wool,  in  grease,  (1)  Between  Butler.  Mo., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Butler,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  ports  of  entry  located  on 
the  international  boundary  ime  between 
the  United  States  and  Cansula  located  at 
or  near  Detroit  and  Port  Huron,  Mich. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  126830  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965.  Applicant:  BIRDSALL  J. 
RASTALL,  411  Cove  Court,  Ortley  Beach. 
N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Herman  B.  J. 
Weekstein.  1060  Broad  Street,  Newark  2, 
N.J.  Authority  sought  to  oi>erate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Boats,  not 
exceeding  44  feet  in  length,  from  Lower 
Bank,  Marlboro,  and  Morgan,  N.J..  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut.  Florida, 
Illinois.  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Missouri.  New  York, 
Ohio.  Texas,  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin, 
under  continuing  contracts  with  Henry 
Luhrs  Sea  Skiffs.  Inc.,  of  Morgan,  N.J.. 
and  C.  P.  Leek  k  Sons,  Inc.,  of  Egg 
Harbor  City,  N.J. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Trenton,  N  J. 

No.  MC  126855  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  STERUNG 
TRUCKING.  INC..  Kenney  Street.  Sad¬ 


dle  Brook,  NhJ.  Applicant’s  attorney 
LeRoy  Danziger,  334  King  Road,  New 
Brunswick,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting' 
Cans  and  pails,  from  Saddle  Brook,  Nj 
to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  WesU 
Chester,  Nassau,  and  Suffolk  Counties 
N.Y.;  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and  Baltimore 
Md.,  and  returned,  rejected,  and  refused 
shipments  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  operation  will  be  restricted  to  a  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  performed  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  the  Eagle  Corp.  of 
New  Jersey,  100  Park  Avenue,  New  York, 
N.T.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washlntgon 
D.C. 

No.  MC  126879.  filed  January  11, 1965. 
Applicant;  CHARLES  FREISER,  2414 
Morgan  Avenue,  Bronx,  N.Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  H.  Tray- 
ford,  220  East  42d  Street,  New  York  17, 
N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wall- 
board,  cement,  liquid  and  paste,  alumi¬ 
num  moldings  and  flashings,  plastic  ma¬ 
terials,  aluminum  nails,  filter  strips,  rub¬ 
ber  composition,  insulating  materials, 
and  furring  or  studding,  iron  or  steel, 
from  Lodi,  N.J.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  Westchester, 
and  Rockland  Coimties,  N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  operation  will  be  under  contract  with 
Barcllte  Corp.  of  America.  Roybar  Corp- 
Metro  Fabricator  Corp.  and  Roynat  Corp.;  all 
located  at  Bronx,  N.Y.,  and  all  affiliated  or 
related  corporations.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
New  York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  126882,  filed  January  13, 1965. 
AppUcant:  FERNAND  FOULIN,  St.  Mar¬ 
tin,  Post  Office  Bolduc,  Box  74.  Beauce 
County,  Quebec,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  H.  Downs,  95  Main 
Street.  St.  Johnsbury,  Vt.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber  and  wood  fencing, 
(1)  from  Jackman,  Maine,  to  points  in 
Maine.  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts, 
Coimecticut,  Rhode  Island.  New  York 
and  New  Jersey,  (2)  from  Norton,  VL, 
to  points  in  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
and  New  York,  and  (3)  from  Malone, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  New  York  and  New 
Jersey. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Jobns- 
buiy,  Vt. 

No.  MC  126883,  filed  January  13,  1965. 
Applicant:  JAMES  COLVIN  PARSONS, 
doing  business  as  CLOVERLEAF  FARM 
VANS,  Route  1.  Box  1235,  Kenner,  La. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold  R.  Ains¬ 
worth,  2307  American  Bank  Building, 
New  Orleans  12.  La.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Thoroughbred  horses,  show  horses, 
their  racing  equipment  and  mascots,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Louisiana,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas.  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana.  Maryland.  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
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New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania.  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans. 
La. 

No.  MC  126884,  filed  January  15,  1965. 
Applicant:  FROST  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  677  Washington  Street,  New  York, 
N.Y.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.,  07306.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Books,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  composition,  printing, 
and  binding  of  books  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  in  dump  or  tank  vehicles) , 
between  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  Ludlow,  Mass., 
and  New  York,  N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  above  proposed 
operation  will  be  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Book  Press  Division  of  Brattleboro 
Industries,  Inc.,  Brattleboro,  Vt.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126885,  filed  January  15,  1965. 
Applicant:  VETERI  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  48  Harding  Avenue,  Totowa 
Borough,  N.J.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Brick,  brick  and  cement  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  Vineland,  and 
Ridgefield  Park,  N.J.,  to  points  In  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Connecticut,  and  (2)  calcium  chloride, 
in  bags,  from  Barberton,  Ohio,  to  Newark, 
NJ.,  Moimt  Vernon,  N.Y.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  under  continuing  contract  with 
Tompkins  Bros.  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Newark,  N.J.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  228  (Sub-No.  49) ,  filed  January 
12,  1965,  AppUcant:  HUDSON  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  No.  17  Franklin  Turn¬ 
pike,  Mahwah,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  James  F.  X,  O’Brien,  17  Academy 
Street,  Newark,  N.J.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  seasonal  between 
September  15  of  each  year  and  June  20 
of  the  following  year,  on  weekends  and 
holiday  periods  and  other  times  of  special 
need,  ( 1 )  Between  Port  Jervis,  N.Y.,  and 
Narrowsburg,  N.Y.;  from  Port  Jervis,  a 
point  on  applicant’s  presently  authorized 
routes,  over  New  York  Highway  97  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  52,  and 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  52  to 
Narrowsburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  points, 
(2)  between  Junction  New  York  High¬ 
ways  97  and  55  in  Barryville,  N.Y.,  and 
junction  New  York  Highway  97  and 
Sullivan  County  Highway  23  in  the  town 
of  Tusten,  N.Y.;  from  junction  New  York 
Highways  97  and  55  in  Barryville  over 
New  York  Highway  55  to  Eldred,  N.Y., 
thence  over  Sullivan  County  Highway  33 


through  Yulan  to  junction  County  High¬ 
ways  33  and  22,  thence  over  Sullivan 
County  Highway  22,  through  the  town  of 
Highland  and  in  the  town  of  Tusten, 
thence  over  Sullivan  County  Highway  23 
in  the  town  of  'Tusten  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  97  in  said  town,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  (3)  between 
Monticello  and  Narrowsburg,  N.Y.;  from 
junction  New  York  Highways  17  and  17B 
in  Monticello,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  17B  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  52  in  the  town  of  Cochecton, 
N.Y.,  and  thence  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  52  to  Narrowsburg,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  Is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  serve  all  of  the  above-described 
routes  during  the  seasonal  period  from  June 
20  to  September  15  of  each  year.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  application  is  to  enable  applicant 
to  render  to  its  patrons  in  Narrowsburg, 
N.T.,  and  intermediate  points  a  limited  serv¬ 
ice  during  the  winter  seasonal  period  as  may 
be  required  from  time  to  time  connecting  to 
Monticello,  N.Y.,  and  other  points  on  ap¬ 
plicant’s  routes.  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC  228  (Sub-No.  50) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  HUDSON 
TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  17  Franklin 
Turnpike,  Mahwah,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  F.  X.  O’Brien,  17  Academy 
Street,  Newark,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle,  with  passengers,  during  the  season 
extending  from  the  15th  day  of  May  to 
the  15  th  day  of  September  inclusive  of 
each  year,  between  Rutherford,  N.J.,  and 
Delawanna,  N.J.;  from  Rutherford 
(junction  New  Jersey  Highways  17  and 
3),  over  New  Jersey  Highway  3  to  Dela¬ 
wanna,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  passengers 
between  points  on  the  above-described 
route  and  the  city  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC  78374  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1965.  Applicant:  THE  CON- 
NECnCUT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
470  James  Street.  New  Haven,  Conn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Palmer  S.  Mc¬ 
Gee,  Jr.,  One  Constitution  Plaza,  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  06103.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express,  mail,  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  New  Haven,  Conn.,  and  New  York, 
N.Y. ;  from  New  Haven  over  city  streets 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  95, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  and 
city  streets  to  West  Haven,  Conn.,  thence 
return  over  city  streets  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  and  city  streets  to 
Orange,  Conn.,  thence  return  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95.  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95 
and  city  streets  to  Milford,  Conn.,  thence 


return  over  city  streets  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95.  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  and  city  streets  to 
Stratford,  Conn.,  thence  return  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95 
and  city  streets  to  Bridgeport,  Conn., 
thence  return  over  city  streets  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  95  and  city  streets 
to  Fairfield,  Conn.,  thence  return  over 
city  streets  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
95  and  city  streets  to  Westport.  Conn., 
thence  return  over  city  streets  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  95  and  city  streets 
to  Norwalk,  Conn.,  thence  return  over 
city  streets  to  jimction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95.  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
95  and  city  streets  to  Darien,  Conn. 

Thence  return  over  city  streets  to  jimc- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  95  and  city  streets  to 
Stamford,  Conn.,  thence  return  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95 
and  city  streets  to  Greenwich,  Conn., 
thence  return  over  city  streets  to  jimction 
Interstate  Highway  95.  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95  and  city  streets  to 
Port  Chester,  N.Y.,  thence  return  over 
city  streets  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
95  and  city  streets  to  Rye,  N.Y.,  thence 
return  over  city  streets  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  95  and  city  streets  to  Harrison, 
N.Y.,  thence  return  over  city  streets  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  95.  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  95  and  city 
streets  to  Mamaroneck,  N.Y.,  thence  re¬ 
turn  over  city  streets  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95.  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  95  and  city  streets  to  Larch- 
mont,  N.Y.,  thence  return  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  95, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  and 
city  streets  to  New  Rochelle,  N.Y.,  thence 
return  over  city  streets  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  95.  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  95  and  city  streets  to 
Pelham  Manor,  N.Y.,  thence  return  over 
city  streets  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
95  and  city  streets  to  New  York,  N.Y., 
thence  over  city  streets,  boulevards,  «c- 
pressways,  and  avenues  to  applicant’s 
terminal,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  (except 
Kennedy  International,  Idlewild,  and 
LaGuardia  Airports,  New  York.  N.Y.) ; 
(2)  between  'Yaterbury,  Conn.,  and 
Bridgeport,  Conn,  (junction  Interstate 
Highway  95) ;  from  Waterbury  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Coimecticut  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway 
8  and  city  streets  to  Naugatuck,  Conn., 
thence  return  over  city  streets  to  junc¬ 
tion  Connecticut  Highway  8,  thence 
over  Connecticut  Highway  8  through 
Beacon  Falls,  Conn.,  to  Seymour,  Conn. 

Thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  8 
and  city  streets  to  Ansonia,  Conn.,  thence 
return  over  city  streets  to  junction  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  8.  thence  over  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  8  and  city  streets  to 
Derby,  Conn.,  thence  return  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Connecticut  Highway 
8,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  8 
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and  city  streets  to  Bridgeport,  thence 
over  city  streets  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(3)  between  Sesnmour,  Conn.,  and  Derby, 
Conn.;  from  Seymour  over  Connecticut 
Highway  115  to  Ansonia,  Conn.,  thence 
over  Connecticut  Highway  115  to  Derby, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  (4)  between  Dan¬ 
bury,  Conn.,  and  Norwalk,  Conn,  (jimc- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  95) ;  from  Dan¬ 
bury,  over  city  streets  to  junction  UJ5. 
Highway  7,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  7 
to  Norwalk,  thence  over  city  streets  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  95,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  and  (5)  between 
New  Canaan,  Conn.,  and  Stamford,  Conn, 
(junction  Interstate  Highway  95) ;  from 
New  Canaan  over  city  streets  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  106,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  106  and  city  streets 
to  Stamford,  thence  over  city  streets  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  95,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
tack.  Join,  coordinate,  and  combine  the  above 
proposed  routes  with  one  another.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Bridgeport,  Ck>nn. 

No.  MC  123833  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
January  13,  1965.  Applicant:  THAMES 
VALLEY  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  385 
Central  Avenue,  Norwich,  Conn.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  M.  Verner,  Suite 
1035  Universal  Building  North,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20009.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press,  mail,  and  newspapers,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  and  baggage  of 
passengers  in  a  separate  vehicle,  between 
New  London,  Conn.,  and  Providence, 
R.I.;  (1)  Prom  New  London,  over  city 
streets  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  to 
junction  Connecticut  Highway  12,  thence 
over  Connecticut  Highway  12  through 
Norwich,  Jewett  City,  and  Plainfield, 
Conn.,  to  junction  Connecticut  Highway 
14,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  14 
to  junction  Connecticut  Turnpike, 
thence  over  Connecticut  Turnpike  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  6  near  the  Con- 
necticut-Rhode  Island  State  line,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  6  to  Providence,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Plainfield,  Conn., 
and  those  between  New  London  and 
Plainfield,  Including  the  UB.  Naval  Sub¬ 
marine  Base,  and  all  intermediate  iraints 
between  Plainfield  and  Providence  re¬ 
stricted  to  passengers  moving  to  or  from 
Plainfield,  Conn.,  and  points  south 
thereof  on  applicant’s  authorized  routes 
and  beyond;  and  (2)  from  New  London 
over  city  streets  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95.  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95  to  junction  Rhode  Island  High¬ 
way  95  near  the  Connectlcut-Rhode 
Island  State  line,  thence  over  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  Highway  95  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95  north  of  Nooseneck  Hill,  RJ., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  to 
junction  Rhode  Island  Highway  2.  thence 
over  Rhode  Island  Highway  2  to  Provl- 
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dence,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Grot¬ 
on,  Conn.,  and  Wyoming.  RJ. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  London, 
Conn. 

No.  MC  125726  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1965.  Applicant:  NORTHEJIN 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
216  North  11th  Street,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Alan  Foss,  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Fargo.  N.  Dak., 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Oakes,  N.  Dak.,  and 
Ellendale,  N,  Dak.;  from  Oakes  over 
North  Dakota  Highway  1  to  jimction 
North  Dakota  Highway  11,  thence  over 
North  Dakota  Highway  11  to  Ellendale, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fargo. 
N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  126253  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1965.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
MASS.  BUS  LINES,  INC.,  82  Conz  Street. 
Northampton,  Mass.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  L.  Mobley,  Rooms 
311-315,  1694  Main  Street,  Springfield 
3.  Mass.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers.  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  between  Northampton  and 
Williamsburg.  Mass.,  over  Massachusetts 
Highway  9,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Florence.  Leeds,  and  Hayden- 
ville.  Mass. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ations  will  provide  interstate  service  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  several  interstate  carriers 
presently  serving  Northampton,  Mass.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Springfield,  Mass. 

No.  MC  126845,  filed  December  23, 1964. 
Applicant:  REYNOLDS  SCHCMDL  BUS 
SERVICE,  INC.,  RH.  No.  2,  Box  753, 
East  Moline,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Theodore  A.  Jackson,  912  16th  Avenue. 
East  Moline.  Ill.,  61244.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  (school  chil¬ 
dren)  and  their  baggage,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  beginning  and 
ending  at  East  Moline,  ni.,  and  extending 
to  St.  Louis,  Mo..  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and 
Iowa  Cdty,  Iowa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago.  lU. 

No.  MC  126870,  filed  January  12,  1965. 
Applicant:  ATHLETIC  PARK  COR- 
PORA’TION,  doing  business  as  CHI- 
N<X)K  TRAVEL  COMPANY,  914  A 
Street,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  98402.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter  op¬ 
erations,  beginning  and  ending  at  Shel¬ 
ton  and  points  in  Kitsap  and  Pierce 
Counties,  Wash.,  and  extending  to  ixilnts 
in  the  Continental  United  States. 


Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash! 

No.  MC  126876,  filed  January  5,  igjs 
Applicant:  BUTLER  MOTOR  'TRANSIT 
CX>MPANY,  a  corporation.  Post  Office 
Box  628,  Butler,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Martin  E.  Chisick,  First  Federal 
Building,  Sharon,  Pa.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Butler  County,  Pa.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  to  points  in  New  York,  Ohio,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Maryland,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  District  of  Columbia. 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  ports  of  entry 
located  on  the  international  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  located  in  New  York  and 
Michigan. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  126877,  filed  January  7,  1965. 
Applicant:  JOHN  D.  RICH,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  WILTON  LTVERY,  LTD.,  90 
Olmstead  Hill  Road,  Wilton,  Conn,  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  limited  to  the  transportation 
of  not  more  than  eleven  (11)  passengers 
including  driver  in  any  one  vehicle,  ^ 
tween  Wilton.  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  New  York.  N.Y. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Hartford 
Conn. 

No.  MC  126878,  filed  January  11.  1965. 
Applicant :  NEW  YORK-JERSEY 
SHORE  TRANSIT  CORP.,  79-02  47th 
Avenue,  Elmhurst,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Charles  H.  Trayford,  220 
East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  Great  Neck,  N.Y., 
and  Atlantic  City,  N.J.;  (1)  from  Station 
Plaza  in  Great  Neck  over  Lakeville  Road 
to  Lake  Success,  N.Y.,  thence  over  Long 
Island  Elxpressway  to  Bayside,  N.Y^ 
thence  over  Clearview  Expressway  to 
Hillside  Avenue,  thence  over  Hillside 
Avenue  to  Van  Wyck  Expressway  Service 
Road,  thence  over  Van  Wyck  Expressway 
Service  Road  to  Atlantic  Avenue,  thence 
over  Atlantic  Avenue  to  Flatbush  Avenue, 
thence  over  Flatbush  Avenue  to  Prospect 
Park,  thence  over  Prospect  Park  to  Pros¬ 
pect  Expressway,  thence  over  Prospect 
Expressway  to  Hamilton  Parkway,  thence 
over  Hamilton  Parkway  to  entrance  to 
Verrazano  Bridge. 

Thence  over  Verrazano  Bridge  to 
Staten  Island  Expressway,  thence  over 
Staten  Island  Expressway  to  Goethah 
Bridge,  thence  over  Goethals  Bridge  to 
New  Jersey  Turnpike,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Turnpike  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  9,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  35,  thence 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  66  (a  connect¬ 
ing  highway)  to  Asbury  Park,  and  retiun 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  35, 
thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  35  to 
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junction  New  Jersey  Highway  70,  thence 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  70  to  Garden 
State  Parkway,  thence  over  Garden  State 
Parkway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  9, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9  to  Garden 
State  Parkway,  thence  over  Garden  State 
Parkway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  9, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9  to  junction 
US.  Highways  30  and/or  U.S.  Highway 
40  thence  over  U.S.  Highways  30  and/or 
4o’to  Atlantic  City,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  (2)  from  Station  Plaza  in 
Great  Neck  over  the  above-specified 
routes  in  (1)  above  to  New  Jersey  Turn¬ 
pike,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Turnpike 
to  Garden  State  Parkway,  thence  over 
New  Jersey  Highway  66  (a  connecting 
highway)  to  Asbury  Park  and  return  to 
Garden  State  Parkway,  thence  over  Gar¬ 
den  State  Parkway  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  Atlantic  City,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes,  and  (3)  from  Station 
Plaza  in  Great  Neck  over  the  above- 
specified  routes  in  (2)  above,  to  Garden 
State  Parkway,  thence  over  Garden  State 
Parkway  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway 
66  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  35, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  in  (1),  (2)  and 
(3)  above,  except  carrier  will  provide  no 
pickup  or  drop-off  service  in  New  Jersey 
between  the  junction  of  the  Staten  Island 
Expressway  and  the  New  Jersey  Turn¬ 
pike,  and  Laurence  Harbor,  N.J.  This 
portion  is  to  be  a  so-called  “closed  door” 
operation. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

Application  for  Brokerage  Licenses 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  12943,  filed  January  15,  1965. 
AppUcant:  JOHN  W.  WATSON,  505  Pan 
American  Bank  Building,  Miami,  Fla. 
For  a  license  (BMC  4)  to  engage  in  oper¬ 
ations  as  a  broker  at  Miami,  Fla.,  in 
arranging  for  the  transportation  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  Gcn- 
eral  commodities,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Florida  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed 
transportation  will  Involve  shipments  In 
both  partial  and  truck  load  lots. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  12940,  filed  January  6,  1965. 
Applicant:  CHESAPEAKE  TRAVEL  & 
tours,  INC.,  24  Dover  Street,  Easton, 
Md.  For  a  license  (BMC  5)  to  engage  in 
operations  as  a  broker  at  Eiaston,  Md.,  in 
arranging  for  the  transportation  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
in  groups,  in  charter  operations,  in  all¬ 
expense  round  trip  tours,  (1)  beginning 
and  ending  at  points  in  Talbot  County, 
Md.,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  and  (2)  ^ginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Pennsylvania,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Washington,  D.C., 
Virginia,  and  New  Jersey,  and  extending 
to  points  on  the  Del-Mar-Va  Peninsula 
south  of  the  C  and  O  Canal. 


Application  of  Water  Carriers 
WATER  carriers  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  W-1209  (CHESAPEAKE  BAY 
LINE,  INC.  COMMON  CARRIER  AP¬ 
PLICATION),  filed  January  18,  1965. 
Applicant:  C^ESAPEAKIE  BAY  LINE, 
INC.,  20th  Floor,  10  Light  Street,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  Applicant’s  attorney :  S.  Har¬ 
rison  Kahn,  Suite  733  Investment  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  Application  filed 
January  18,  1965  for  certificate  authoriz¬ 
ing  operation  as  a  common  carrier  by 
water,  covering  a  new  operation  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  imder 
Part  III  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  in  year  round  operation,  in  the 
transportation  of,  passengers  in  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay  cruises’  at  the  ports  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Newport 
News,  and  Norfolk,  Va. 

Note:  Applicant  states  (1)  cruises  wlU 
operate  in  the  Potomac,  James  and  York 
Rivers,  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  Hampton  Roads, 
and  the  waters  surrounding  the  origin  ports, 
on  a  regularly  scheduled  basis,  to  vary  in 
length  from  one  to  many  days,  (2)  cruise 
service  of  one  way  and  roundtrip  will  be 
offered  when  cruises  will  operate  to  and 
from  more  than  one  port  named  above,  (3) 
cruises  will,  in  some  instances.  Include 
sleeping  accommodations,  meals,  supplemen¬ 
tal  sightseeing  service  by  bus,  and  entertain¬ 
ment,  and  (4)  cruises  will  be  available  to  the 
general  public  and  will  be  offered  on  a  per 
capita  as  well  as  a  chartered  vessel  basis. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Requested 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  615) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1965.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  DELAWARE,  175  Unfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park.  Calif.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Robert  C.  Stetson,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  liquid  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  and  except  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission) , 
tween  Sacramento.  Calif.,  and  junction 
California  Highway  16  and  U.S.  Highway 
99W,  at  or  near  Woodland,  Calif,,  over 
California  Highway  16,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular- 
route  operations. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  100463  (Sub-No.  23),  filed 
January  13,  1965.  Applicant:  SMITH 
TRANSPORT  (U.S.)  LIMITED,  2  King 
Street  West,  Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  H. 
TTrayford,  220  East  42d  Street,  New  York 
17,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  tj-ansporting:  Silver  bul¬ 
lion,  from  Perth  Amboy,  N.J.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  9  to  junction  New  Jersey  Turn¬ 
pike,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Turnpike  to 
Exit  15,  thence  over  city  streets  to  car¬ 
rier’s  terminal  at  Hoboken,  N.J..  thence 
over  city  streets  to  New  Jersey  Highway 
3,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  3  to 


junction  New  Jersey  Highway  17  at 
Rutherford,  N.J.,  thence  over  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  17  to  the  New  Jersey-New 
York  State  line,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  17  to  New  York  State  Thruway 
gate  No.  15  at  Ramapo,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
New  York  State  Thruway  to  Ssnracuse, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
Watertown,  N.Y.  (also  from  Syracuse 
over  Interstate  Highway  81  to  Water- 
town),  thence  over  New  York  Highway 
37  to  junction  New  York  Highway  26  (or 
New  York  Highway  26B) ,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  26B  to  Alexandria 
Bay,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  12  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
180,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  180 
to  the  port  of  entry  located  on  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Alexandria  Bay,  N.Y.  (also  from 
Watertown  over  Interstate  Highway  81 
to  the  port  of  entry  located  on  the  in¬ 
ternational  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Alexandria  Bay,  N.Y,),  serving  no 
intermediate  points. 

No.  MC  115757  (Sub-No.  43) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8, 1965.  Applicant:  BULK  MOTOR 
TRANSPORT,  INC,,  Board  of  Trade 
Building,  Kansas  City.  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Flour,  in  bulk,  fnmi  Camp 
Hill,  Pa.,  and  Clifton,  N.J.,  to  Baltimore 
and  (Cumberland,  Md.,  and  Washington, 
D.C. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  73) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  11. 1965.  AppUcant:  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  140  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.,  60603.  AppUcant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  W.  T.  Meinhold,  371  Market  Street, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  94106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage  and  express  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers;  (1)  Revi¬ 
sion  of  Utah  Route  No.  9  on  Certificate 
Sheet  No.  67.  Establish  new  regular 
routes  of  operation  over  (a)  a  newly  con¬ 
structed  segment  of  Interstate  Highway 
15  between  North  Lehi  Junction  and 
Provo,  Utah,  and  (b)  over  a  relocated 
segment  of  U.S.  Highway  91,  also  desig¬ 
nated  as  Interstate  Highway  15  between 
Leeds  and  East  St.  George  Junction,  to 
be  included  as  segments  of  regular  Route 
No.  9  in  lieu  of  the  presently  authorized 
segments  of  said  route  between  said  ter¬ 
mini  herein  proposed  to  be  revoked,  to 
read  as  follows:  “between  Salt  Lake  City 
and  the  Utah-Arizona  State  line  south¬ 
west  of  St.  George:  from  Salt  Lake  City 
over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  15  (North  Lehi  Junction) , 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  15  to 
Provo,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  91  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  15  (South 
Sulphurdale  Jimction),  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  15  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  91  (North  Beaver  Junction), 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  15  (South  Kanarra- 
vlUe  Junction),  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  15  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  91 
(East  St.  George  Junction) .  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  91  to  the  Utah-Arizona 
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State  line  (connects  with  Arizona  Route 
17),  Authority  is  granted  to  serve  the 
point  of  American  Fork  over  available 
highways  affording  access  to  Interstate 
Highway  15.”  and  (2)  Revision  of  Utah 
Route  No.  11  on  Certificate  Sheet  No. 
67A.  Reauthorize  a  segment  of  Utah 
Route  No.  9  over  U.S.  Highway  91  between 
East  St.  George  Junction  and  Harrisburg 
Jimction  as  a  segment  of  Utah  Route  No. 
11,  to  read  as  follows;  “between  Ander¬ 
son  Junction  and  East  St.  George  Junc¬ 
tion;  from  junction  Interstate  Highway 
15  and  Utah  Highway  15  (Anderson  Junc¬ 
tion)  ,  over  Utah  Highway  15  to  junction 
Utah  Highway  17,  thence  over  Utah 
Highway  17  to  junction  imnumbered 
highway  (Harrisburg  Junction),  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  91  (East  St.  George  Junc¬ 
tion)  ,”  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  subject 
to  the  general  conditions  and  orders  set 
forth  on  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  lA  of 
former  Certificate  No.  1501  (Sub -No. 
138) ,  now  assigned  No.  1515  (Sub-No.  7) . 

Note:  The  changes  In  operating  authority 
hereinabove  shown  and  explained  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  Incorporated  In  the  designated 
revised  sheet  to  said  Certificate  No.  MC  1601 
(Sub-No.  138),  now  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  7). 
Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  74) .  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  140  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago  3,  m.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  J.  Bernard  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  a  regular  route,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Fort  Stockton,  Tex., 
and  Junction  UJS.  Highways  290  and  80, 
over  UJS.  Highway  290,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
Application  for  Brokerage  Licenses 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  12572  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  15,  1965.  Applicant:  GEORGE  ST. 
PIERRE,  27  Kent  Street,  Plainville, 
Conn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Thomas 
W.  Murrett,  410  Asylum  Street,  Hart¬ 
ford.  Conn..  06103.  For  a  license  (BMC 
5)  to  engage  in  operations  as  a  broker 
at  Plainville,  Conn.,  in  arranging  for 
transportation  by  motor  vehicle  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  between  points  in 
Hartford  and  New  Haven  Counties, 
Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia.  Illinois, 
Indiana.  Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio.  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note:  AppUcant  states  he  holds  authority 
under  License  No.  MC  12572  Sub  1  to  conduct 
operations  from  Hartford,  Waterbury  and 
Danbury.  Conn.,  to  points  In  the  27  States 
listed  above  and  the  purpose  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  Is  to  acquire  appropriate  authority  to 
Initiate  such  brokerage  operations  and  tours 


at  points  In  Hartford  and  Hew  Haven 
Counties. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-1154;  Filed,  Feb.  2.  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


(NoUce  1120] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January  29, 1965. 

Ssmopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) .  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practife  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-67292.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  25,  1965,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  on  reconsideration  the  transfer 
to  Baltimore-Washington  Express  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-112370  (Sub-No.  4).  issued  March  4, 
1953,  to  Henry  C.  Bungle,  doing  business 
as  Washington-Solomons  Freight  Line,' 
Washington,  D.C„  and  of  the  entire 
operating  rights  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-112370  (Sub-No.  9),  issued  July  31, 
1962.  also  in  the  name  of  Henry  C. 
Bun^e,  doing  business  as  Washington- 
Solomons  Freight  Line,  Washington, 
D.C.,  authorizing  the  transfer,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of  general  commodities, 
excluding  household  goods,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities, 
between  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Anne 
Arundel  and  Prince  Georges  Counties, 
Md.;  livestock,  lime,  and  hay,  between 
points  in  Frederick  and  Montgomery 
Counties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Anne  Arundel, 
Prince  Georges,  and  Saint  Marys  Coim- 
tles,  Md.  (except  lime  from  Frederick, 
Maryland,  to  points  in  Saint  Marys 
County.  Md.) ;  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
cluding  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities, 
between  points  in  Maryland  within  6 
miles  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  including  Balti¬ 
more;  and  ink.  in  cans,  and  paper,  from 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Ilchester,  Cedarhurst. 
and  Westminster,  Md.,  and  Washington, 
D.C.  Ronald  N.  Cobert,  600  Madison 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20005,  at¬ 
torney  for  transferee. 

No.  MC-PC-67296.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  28.  1965,  The  Transfer  Board  on  re¬ 
consideration  approved  the  transfer  to 
Torrence  G.  Royer,  doing  business  as 
T.  G.  Royer.  Mansfield,  Pa.,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-109821,  issued  January  27,  1950,  to 


H.  W.  Taynton,  Inc.,  Wellsboro.  Pa.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  of:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  Wells¬ 
boro.  Pa.,  and  points  within  25  nii]p8 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Ohio’ 
and  Maryland.  Robert  M.  Kemp,  123 
Main  Street,  Wellsboro,  Pa.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67440.  Corrected  notice.' 
By  order  of  January  15, 1965,  The  Trans¬ 
fer  Board  approved  the  transfer  to 
Harry  F.  Atkinson  &  Sons.  Philadelphia 
Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Certificate 
No.  MC-60688,  issued  July  2.  1958,  to 
Charles  J.  Hartman  and  Louis  A.  Hart¬ 
man,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
Hartman  Bros.,  Camden,  N.J.,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation,  over  regular 
and  irregular  routes,  of:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  the  usual  exceptions,  be¬ 
tween  Clayton,  N.J.,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  serving  specified  intermediate  and 
off-route  points,  located  in  New  Jer^y; 
baggage  and  household  furniture,  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Wildwood. 
N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate  points;  and 
over  irregular  routes,  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  without  exception,  between  Wood¬ 
bury  and  Newfield,  N.J.,  and  Elmer,  N.J., 
which  are  stations  on  the  Pennsylvania- 
Reading  Seashore  Lines.  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  the  usual  exceptions,  and 
except  liquors,  between  Sewell,  N.J.,  and 
points  in  Gloucester  and  Camden  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Morris  J.  Wino- 
kur,  1920  Two  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  19102,  attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MC-FC-67462.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1965,  ’The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Jackson  Auto 
Transport,  Inc.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  of  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-47249  (Sub-No.  1),  is¬ 
sued  July  29,  1943,  as  amended,  to 
Rasmaond  E.  Rhoda,  doing  business  as 
R  &  R  Trucking  Service,  Valparaiso,  Ind., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  live¬ 
stock  and  agriciiltural  commodities,  over 
irregular  routes,  from  points  in  Indiana 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Indiana  Highway  19  and  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  205  at  the  Indiana-Michi- 
gan  State  line  and  extending  westward 
to  the  east  boundary  of  La  Porte  Coimty, 
thence  extending  southward  sdong  said 
eastern  border  of  La  Porte  County  to 
Indiana  Highway  421,  formerly  Indiana 
Highway  43,  thence  south  cdong  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  extending  east  along  UJS. 
Highway  24  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  19,  and  thence  extending  northward 
along  Indiana  Highway  19  to  the  Indi- 
ana-Michigan  State  line,  to  points  in 
Cook  and  Will  Counties  in  Illinois;  and, 
machinery,  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  incidental  to,  or  used  in.  farming, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  points  in  Cook 
and  Will  Counties,  m.,  and  from  Mil¬ 
waukee,  West  Allis,  and  Racine.  Wis., 
Sterling,  Rock  Island,  Aurora,  Kankakee, 


» Corrected  to  Include  the  transfer  of  the 
following  authority:  General  commodities, 
with  the  usual  exceptions,  and  except  liquors, 
between  SeweU,  NJ..  and  points  in  Glouces¬ 
ter  and  Camden  CTountles,  NJ.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  PhUadelphla,  Pa. 
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Mendota,  Streator,  Sandwich,  Moline, 
and  Rock  Palls,  ni.,  and  Coldwater  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana  as 
specified  above.  Sparkman  D.  Poster, 
Penobscot  Building.  Detroit  26,  Mich., 
representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67488.  By  order  of  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1965,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Grant  Bruce, 
doing  business  as  Riverside  Marine, 
Riverside,  Ontario,  Canada,  of  Certifi¬ 
cates  Nos.  MC-112813.  MC-112813  (Sub- 
No.  2).  and  MC-112813  (Sub-No.  3),  is¬ 
sued  May  9,  1952,  March  22.  1960,  and 
April  11,  1961,  respectively,  to  Grant 
Bruce  and  Harold  Bruce,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  Riverside  Marine, 
Riverside,  Ontario.  Canada,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  boats  and  marine  engines,  between  the 
United  States-Canadian  boundary  line, 
located  between  Michigan  and  Ontario, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Michigan;  new  and  used  boats,  on  low¬ 
boy  trailers,  between  the  ports  of  entry 
on  the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada,  in 
Miimesota,  Michigan,  and  New  York,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  New  York,  Mary¬ 
land,  Connecticut,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  and  Delaware;  and 
new  and  used  boats,  between  ports  of 


entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
boundary  line  in  Minnesota,  Michigan, 
and  New  York,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  California, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
New  Hampshire,  Texas,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Washington.  Grant  Bruce, 
1016  St.  Rose,  Riverside,  Ontario,  Can¬ 
ada,  representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67504.  By  order  of  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1965,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  A.  A.  Lexington 
Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  Deal,  N.J.,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-106475,  issued  April 
14,  1958,  to  Alexander  Levine  and  Mary 
Levine,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
A.  A.  Lexington  Moving  &  Storage  Co.. 
West  Belmar,  N.J.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  household  goods  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  points  in  New  York 
in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission:  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  West¬ 
chester  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode  Island;  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson, 
Passaic,  and  Union  Counties,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Connecticut,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York.  Pennsylvania,  and 
Rhode  Island;  and  between  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  within 
30  miles  of  Philadelphia,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Coliun- 
bia,  all  of  which  operations  carry  speci¬ 
fied  restriction  as  to  its  freight  forwarder 
operations.  A.  David  Millner,  attorney 
at  law,  1060  Broad  Street,  Newark  2,  N.J., 
representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67525.  By  order  of  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1965,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Costa  Marko, 
doing  business  as  C.  M.  Polana  Trans¬ 
port,  Worcester,  Mass.,  of  the  Certificate 
of  Registration  No.  MC-96689  (Sub-No. 
1) ,  evidencing  a  right  to  engage  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  issued  De¬ 
cember  30. 1963,  to  Sun  Light  Trans.,  Inc., 
Revere,  Mass.,  supported  by  Massachu¬ 
setts  State  Certificate  No.  4760,  covering 
the  transportation  of:  F^imlture,  paint¬ 
ers,  and  pliunbers  equipment,  property 
in  containers  and  bundles,  within  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  and 
fish,  within  the  city  limits  of  Gloucester. 
Joseph  A.  Kline.  185  Devonshire  Street, 
Boston,  Mass.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal!  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-1156;  PUed,  Peb.  2,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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Latest  'Edition  in  the  series  of  , 

PUBLIC  PAPERS  OF  THE  PRESIDENTS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


1007  Pages  Price:  $g.oo 


John  F.  Kennedy,  1963 

Contains  verbatim  transcripts  of  the  President’s  news  conferences 
and  speeches  and  full  texts  of  messages  to  Congress  and  other  mate¬ 
rials  released  by  the  White  House  during  the  period  January  1- 
November  22,  1963. 

Among  the  478  items  in  the  book  are:  special  messages  to  the 
Congress  on  education,  youth  conservation,  needs  of  the  Nation’s 
senior  citizens,  and  on  improving  the  Nation’s  health ;  radio  and  tele¬ 
vision  addresses  to  the  American  people  on  civil  rights  and  on  the 
nuclear  test  ban  treaty  and  the  tax  reduction  bill;  joint  statements 
with  leaders  of  foreign  governments ;  and  the  President’s  final  remarks 
at  the  breakfast  of  the  Fort  Worth  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Also 
included  is  the  text  of  two  addresses  which  the  President  had  planned 
to  deliver  on  the  day  of  his  assassination;  President  Johnson’s  proc¬ 
lamation  designating  November  25  a  national  day  of  mourning;  and 
remarks  at  the  White  House  ceremony  in  which  President  Kennedy 
was  posthumously  awarded  the  Preridential  Medal  of  Freedom. 

A  valuable  reference  source  for  scholars,  reporters  of  current  affairs 
and  the  events  of  history,  historians,  librarians,  and  Government 
officials. 
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